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HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 108, 83D CONGRESS, 
IST SESSION 


Aveust 1, 1953. 
Whereas it is the policy of Congress, as rapidly as possible, to make 
the Indians within the territorial limits of the United States subject 
to the same laws and entitled to the same privileges and responsi- 
bilities as are applicable to other citizens of the United States, to 
end their status as wards of the United States, and to grant them 
all of the rights and prerogatives pertaining to American citizen- 
ship ; and 
Whereas the Indians within the territorial limits of the United States 
should assume their full responsibilities as American citizens: Now, 
therefore, be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That it is declared to be the sense of Congress that, at the earliest 
possible time, all of the Indian tribes and the individual members 
thereof located within the States of California, Florida, New York, 
and Texas, and all of the following named Indian tribes and individual 
members thereof, should be freed from Federal supervision and con- 
trol and from all disabilities and limitations specially applicable to 
Indians: The Flathead Tribe of Montana, the Klamath Tribe of 
Oregon, the Menominee Trib of Wisconsin, the Potowatamie Tribe 
of Kansas and Nebraska, and those members of the Chippewa Tribe 
who are on the Turtle Mountain Reservation, North Dakota. It is 
further declared to be the sense of Congress that, upon the release 
of such tribes and individual members thereof from such disabilities 
and limitations, all offices of the Bureau of Indian Affairs in the States 
of California, Florida, New York, and Texas and all other offices 
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs whose primary purpose was to serve 
any Indian tribe or individual Indian freed from Federal super- 
vision should be abolished. It is further declared to be the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of the Interior should examine all exist- 
ing legislation dealing with such Indians, and treaties between the 
Government of the United States and each such tribe, and report 
to Congress at the earliest practicable date, but not later than January 
1, 1954, his recommendations for such legislation as, in his judgment. 
may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of this resolution. 
Attest : 
Lyte O. SNADER, 
Clerk of the House of Re prese ntatives 
Attest : 
J. Mark Trice, 
Secretary of the Senat: 
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TERMINATION OF FEDERAL SUPERVISION OVER CERTAIN 
TRIBES OF INDIANS 


RENO, NEV., FRIDAY, APRIL 16, 1954 


Chairman Youne. The meeting will please come to order. 

Let the record show that this is a meeting of the special subcom 
mittee of the Senate-House subcommittee considering legislation to 
provide for the termination of Federal supervision over the property 
of certain tribes, bands, and colonies of Indians in the State of Nevada. 

The meeting has been called to order in Reno, Washoe County, Nev. 

The purpose of the meeting is to consider in particular H. R. 7552, 
which was introduced in the 83d Congress, 2d session. 

Let the record show that presiding is Clifton Young. Also present 
are Congressman John Rhodes of Arizona, George Abbott, special 
counsel to the House Interior Committee, and John Jex, administra- 
tive assistant to Senator Watkins of Utah. 

At this point we will place in the record the bill H. R. 7552. (The 
bill referred to is as follows :) 


[H. R. 7552, 83d Cong., 2d sess.] 


A BILL To provide fer the termination of Federal supervision over the property of certain 
tribes, bands, and colonies of Indians in the State of Nevada and the individual members 
thereof, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the purpose of this Act is to provide 
for the termination of Federal supervision over the trust and restricted prop- 
erty of certain tribes, bands, and colonies of Indians located in the State of 
Nevada and the individual members thereof, for the disposition of federally 
owned property acquired or withdrawn for the administration of the affairs 
of such Indians, and for a termination of Federal services furnished such Indians 
because of their status as Indians. 

Sec. 2. For the purposes of this Act— 

(a) “Tribe” means any of the following tribes or bands of Indians located 
in the State of Nevada: Ruby Valley Shoshone Indian Tribe and the Yerington 
Paiute Tribe of Nevada. 

(b) “Colony” means any of the following colonies of Indians in the State 
of Nevada: Battle Mountain, Carson, Las Vegas, Lovelock, Reno-Sparks, and 
Yerington. 

(c) “Secretary” means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(d) “Lands” means real property, interests therein, or improvements thereon, 
and include water rights. 

(e) “Tribal property” means any real or personal property, including water 
rights, or any interest in real or personal property, that belongs to a tribe 
and either is held by the United States in trust for the tribe or is subject to a 
restriction against alienation imposed by the United States. 

Sec. 3. Each tribe and colony shall have a period of six months from the date 
of this Act in which to prepare and submit to the Secretary a proposed roll of 
the members of the tribe or colony living on the date of this Act, which shall be 
published in the Federal Register. If a tribe or colony fails to submit such 
roll within the time specified in this section, the Secretary shall prepare a pro- 
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posed roll for the tribe or colony, which shall be published in the Federal Reg 
ister Ar person Claiming membership rights in the tribe or colony or al 
inter In itS assets, or a representative of the Secretary on behalf of any 
such person, may, within sixty days from the date of publication of the pro 
posed roll, file an appeal with the Secretary contesting the inclusion or omis 
Sion of the name of any person on or from such roll. The Secretary shall review 


ich appeals and his decisions thereon shall be final and conclusive. After 
disposition of all such appeals by the Secretary, the roll of the tribe or colony 
shall be published in the Federal Register, and such roll shall be final for the 
purposes of this Act 

Sec. 4. Upon publication in the Federal Register of the final roll as provided in 
section 3 of this Act, the rights or beneficial interests in tribal or colony property 
of each person whose name appears on the roll shall constitute personal prop 
erty which may be inherited or bequeathed, but shall not otherwise be subject to 
alienation or encumberance before the transfer of title to such tribal or colony 
property as provided in section 5 of this Act without the approval of the Secre 
tary. Any contract made in violation of this section shall be null and void. 

Sec, 5. (a) The beneficial ownership of any part of land held by the United 
States for the use of a tribe or colony that is occupied or used by such tribe or 
colony or by one or more of its members shall be declared by the Secretary to 
be vested in such tribe or colony. 

(b) The beneficial ownership of any part of land held by the United States 
for the use of the Paiute Indians without reference to band affiliation shall be 
declared by the Secretary to be vested in the individual Indian or Indians who 
occupy or use such property. 

Sec. 6 (a) The Secretary shall, within six months after the publication of 
each final membership roll, notify the tribe or colony of the period of time dur- 
ing which the tribe or colony may study means of disposition of tribal property 
Such period shall not be less than three months and not more than two years, 
including any authorized extension of the original periods. The Secretary is 
authorized to provide such reasonable assistance as may be requested by the 
tribe or colony in the formulation of a plan for the disposition or future control 
and management of the property, including necessary consultations with repre 
sentatives of Federal departments and agencies, officials of the State of Nevada 
and political subdivisions thereof, and members of the tribe or colony During 
such period, the tribe or colony may elect 

(1) to apply to the Secretary for the transfer to a corporation or other 

legal entity organized by the tribe or colony in a form satisfactory to the 
Secretary of title to all or any part of the tribal property, and the Secretary 
is authorized to make such transfer: Provided, That the Sec~etary shall 
not approve any form of organization that provides for the transfer of 
stock or an undivided share in corporate assets as compensation for the 
services of agents or attorneys unless such transfer is based upon an ap- 
praisal of tribal assets that is satisfactory to the Secretary; 

(2) to apply to the Secretary for the transfer to one or more trustees 
designated by the tribe or colony of title to all or any part of the tribal 
property, the title to be held by such trustee for management or liquidation 
purposes under terms and conditions prescribed by the tribe or colony, and 
the Secretary is authorized to make such transfer if he approves the trustees 
and the terms and conditions of the trust; 

3) to apply to the Secretary for the sale of all or any part of the tribal 
property, and for the pro rata distribution among the members of the tribe 
or colony of all or any part of the proceeds of sale or of any other tribal or 
colony funds, and the Secretary is authorized and directed to sell such 
property upon such terms and conditions as he deems proper and to make 
such distribution among the members of the tribe or colony after deducting, 
in his discretion, reasonable costs of sale and distribution: Provided, That 
the proceeds of such sales of colony property may be used by the Secretary 
for any purpose approved by the colony, including the construction and in- 
stallation of utilities such as power, water, and sewer systems for the same 
or any other Indian colony in Nevada, grave removal and reinterment and 
the purchase of land therefor, and the provision of benefits to any members 
of the colony to whom life estates are granted when the lands are sold; and 

(4) to apply to the Secretary for a division of all or any part of the 
tribal or colony land into parcels for members and for public purposes, 
together with a general plan for the subdivision showing the approximate 
size, location, and number of parcels, and the Secretary is authorized to 
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issue patents for that purpose: Provided, That any patent issued 1 
parcel that contains a community spring or well shall 
residents of the colony or tribe to use such spring or well: Provided furtl 
That this paragraph shall not apply to the Las Vegas Colony 

(b) Title to any tribal property that is not transferred in accordance with 
the provisions of subsection (a) of this section shall be transferred by the 
Secretary either to all members of the tribe as tenants in common or to one 
or more trustees designated by him for the liquidation and distribution of assets 
among the members of the tribe under such terms and conditions as the Secre- 
tary may prescribe: Provided, That the trust agreement shall provide for the 
termination of the trust not more than three years from the date of such transfer 
unless the term of the trust is extended by order of a judge of a court of record 
designated in the trust agreement. 

(c) When approving or disapproving the selection of trustees in accordance 
with the provisions of subsection (a) of this section, and when designating 
trustees pursuant to subsection (b) of this section, the Secretary shall give due 
regard to the laws of the State of Nevada that relate to the selection of trustees. 

Sec. 7. (a) The Secretary is authorized and directed to transfer within two 
years after the date of this Act to each member of each tribe or colony unre- 
stricted control of funds or other personal property held in trust for such member 
by the United States. 

(b) All restrictions on the sale or encumbrance of trust or restricted land 
owned by members of the tribe or colony (including allottees, heirs, and 
devisees, either adult or minor) are hereby removed two years after the date 
of this Act, and the patents or deeds under which titles are then held shall 
pass the titles in fee simple, subject to any valid encumbrance. The title to 
all interests in trust or restricted land acquired by members of the tribe or 
colony by devise or inheritance two years or more after the date of this Act 
shall vest in such members in 1 simple j to y valid encumbrances 

(c) Prior to the time provided in subsection (b) of this section for the 
removal of restrictions on land owned by more than one member of a tribe or 
colony, the Secretary may— 

(1) upon request of any of the owners, partition the land and issue 
to each owner a patent or deed for his individual share that shall become 
unrestricted two year from the date of this Act; 

(2) upon request of any of the owners and a finding by the Secretary 
that partition of all or any part of the land is not practicable, cause all 
or any part of the land to be sold at not less than the appraised value 
thereof and distribute the proceeds of sale to the owners: Provided, That 
any one or more of the owners may elect before a sale to purchase the 
other interests in the land at not less than the appraised value thereof, and 
the purchaser shall receive an unrestricted patent or deed to the land; and 

(3) if the whereabouts of none of the owners can be ascertained, cause 
such lands to be sold and deposit the proceeds of sale in the Treasury of the 
United States for safekeeping. 

Sec. 8. (a) The Act of June 25, 1910 (26 Stat. 855), the Act of February 
14, 1913 (37 Stat. 678), and other Acts amendatory thereto shall not apply to 
the probate of the trust and restricted property of the members of a tribe or 
colony who die six months or more after the date of this Act 

(b) The laws of the several States, Territories, possessions, and the District 
of Columbia with respect to the probate of wills, the determinations of heirs, 
and the administration of decedents’ estates shall apply to the individual prop- 
erty of members of a tribe or colony who die six months or more after the date 
of this Act. 

Sec. 9. The Secretary is authorized, in his discretion, to transfer to a tribe 
or colony or any member or group of members thereof any federally owned prop- 
erty acquired, withdrawn, or used for the administration of the affairs of the 
tribe or colony which he deems necessary for Indian use, or to transfer to a 
publie or nonprofit body any such property which he deems necessary to public 
use and from which members of the tribes or colonies will derive benefit 

Sec. 10. No property distributed under the provisions of this Act shall at 
the time of distribution be subject to Federal or State income tax. Following 
any distribution of property made under the provisions of this Act, such property 
and any income derived therefrom by individual, corporation, or other legal 
entity shall be subject to the same taxes, State and Federal, as in the case of non- 
Indians: Provided, That for the purpose of capital gains or losses the base value 
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of the property shall be the value of the property when distributed to the indi 
vidual, corporation, or other legal entity. 

Sec. 11. Nothing in this Act shall affect any claim heretofore filed against the 
United States by a tribe. 

Sec. 12. Nothing in this Act shall abrogate any valid lease, permit, license, 
right-of-way, lien, or other contract heretofore approved. 

Sec. 13. Nothing in this Act shall abrogate any water rights of a tribe or 
colony or its members. 

Sec. 14. Prior to the transfer of title to, or the removal of restrictions from, 
property in accordance with the provisions of this Act, the Secretary shall pro- 
tect the rights of individual Indians who are minors, non compos mentis, or in 
the opinion of the Secretary in need of assistance in conducting their affairs, by 
causing the appointment of guardians for such members in courts of competent 
jurisdiction, or by such other means as he may deem adequate. 

Si 15. Pending the completion of the property dispositions provided for in 
this Act, the funds now on deposit, or hereafter deposited, in the United States 
Treasury to the credit of the tribe or colony shall be available for advance to 
the tribe or colony or for expenditure, for such purposes as may be designated 
by the governing body of the tribe or colony and approved by the Secretary. 

Src. 16. The Secretary shall have authority to execute such patents, deeds, 
assignments, releases, certificates, contracts, and other instruments as may be 
necessary or appropriate to carry out the provisions of this Act, or to establish 
a marketable and recordable title to any property disposed of pursuant to 
this Act 

Sec. 17. (a) Upon removal of Federal restrictions on the property of each 
tribe or colony and individual members thereof, the Secretary shall publish in 
the Federal Register a proclamation declaring that the Federal trust relationship 
to the affairs of the tribe or colony and its members has terminated. Thereafter 
individual members of the tribe or colony shall not be entitled to any of the serv- 
ices performed by the United States for Indians because of their status as 
Indians, all statutes of the United States which affect Indians because of their 
status as Indians shall no longer be applicable to the members of the tribe or 
colony, and the laws of the several States shall apply to the tribe or colony and its 
members in the same manner as they apply to other citi 
their jurisdiction. 

(b) Nothing in this Act shall affect the status of the members of the tribe or 
colony as citizens of the United States, or shall affect their rights, privileges 
immunities, and obligations as such citizens. 

Sec. 18. (a) Effective on the date of the proclamation provided for in section 
16 of this Act, the corporate charter issued pursuant to the Act of June 18, 1934 
(48 § 984), as amended, to the Yerington Paiute Tribe of the State of Nevada 
and ratified by the band on April 10, 1937, and to the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony 
of the State of Nevada, and ratified by the colony on January 7, 1938, are hereby 
revoked 

(b) Effective on the date of the proclamation provided for in section 16 of this 
Act, all powers of the Secretary or other officer of the United States to take, 
review, or approve any action under the constitution and bylaws of the tribe 
or colony are hereby terminated. Any powers conferred upon the tribe or colony 
by such consitution which are inconsistent with the provisions of this Act are 
hereby terminated. Such termination shall not affect the power of the tribe or 
colony to take any action under its constitution and bylaws that is consistent 
with this Act without the participation of the Secretary or other officer of the 
Inited States. 

Sec. 19. The Secretary is authorized to issue rules and regulations necessary 
to effectuate the purposes of this Act, and may in his discretion provide for tribal 
or colony referenda on matters pertaining to management or disposition of 
tribal assets 

Sec. 20. All Acts or parts of Acts, inconsistent with this Act are hereby 
repealed insofar as they affect the tribe or its members. The Act of June 18, 193 
(48 Stat. 984), as amended by the Act of June 15, 1935 (49 Stat. 378), shall not 
apply to the tribe or colony and its members after the date of the proclamation 
provided for in section 16 of this Act. 

Sec. 21. If any provision of this Act, or the application thereof, to any person 
or circumstance is held invalid, the remainder of the Act and the applicatoin 
of such provision to other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby. 


izens or persons withir 











Chairman Youna. In order to clarify the procedure I would like to 
make the following observations. It appears there will be about 20 or 
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25 witnesses, so there will have to be some limitation on time. The 
committee has decided approximately 15 minutes would be allotted to 
each witness, with the opportunity given to the witnesses to submit ad- 
ditional written testimony to be sent to either myself as chairman of 
the committee or to the House Interior and Insular Affairs Commit- 
tee in Washington, D. C. 


This testimol v she uld be s ibmitted wit] il Z weeks from the 





1 . " 4] ] 
clusion of the ! 


First, we will have witnes from Yerington, then Lovelock, Reno, 
Carson, Las Vegas, Battle Mountain. Ruby Valley, Elko, and then 
from those who are not sp ykesme for any of the colonies or reserva 


tions or a party to this particul wr bill. 

This is not a hearing to investigate inefficiencies of the Indian Bu- 
reau or failures on the part of the United States Government to live 
up to any obligations due to Indian tribes or colonies, but it is for the 
purpose of investigating the merits, demerits, and the wisdom or un- 
wisdom of H. R. 7552. 

Initially, we will request spokesmen from the Indian tribes or colo- 
nies to testify. This will be followed by test imony of public officials of 
the cities or counties involved, so that the testimony of all concerned, 
and any particular area will be in one spot and more easily considered 
by those reading the record. 

Prior to calling the first witness I am going to ask George Abbott 
to briefly summarize the purposes of this legislation so that the bill in 
essence will be clear to all who testify, and those who are attending this 
hearing. 

Mr. Abbott, will you kindly summarize for the record the essence of 
this legislation. 

Mr. Apsorr. Mr. Chairman, during the 83d Congress the Subcom- 
mittees on Indian Affairs of the House and Senate, with the coopera- 
tion of the Bureau of Indian Affairs of the Department of Interior, 
and numerous State and county officials, together with the representa- 
tives and spokesmen of Indian tribes, have worked toward the de- 
velopment of legislation which has as its basic purpose: the termina- 
tion of Federal supervision over the property and persons of Indians 
to enable them to have the same privileges and responsibilities as are 
applicable to non-Indian citizens of the United States. 

On March 13, 1953, as a result of conferences between Assistant Sec- 
retary Lewis of the Department of Interior and the chairmen of the 
House and Senate Indian Affairs Subcommittee, with a subsequent 
conference between Secretary Lewis and Secretary McKay of the De- 
partment of Interior, the Assistant Secretary advised the House and 
Senate subcommittees by letter of March 13th as follows | reading] : 

Federal responsibility for administering the affairs of individual Indian tribes 
should be terminated as rapidly as the circumstances of each tribe will permit. 
This should be accomplished by arrangement with the proper public bodies of the 
political subdivisions to assume responsibility for the services customarily en- 
joyed by the non-Indian residents of such political subdivisions and by distri- 
bution of tribal assets to the tribes as a unit or by division of the tribal assets 
among the individual members, whichever may appear to be the better plan in 
each case. In addition, responsibility for trust properties should be transferred 
to the Indians themselves, either as groups or individuals, as soon as feasible 

On August 1, 1953, House Concurrent Resolution 108 of the 83d 
Congress was adopted by both the House and the Senate. The con- 
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current resolution restates the policy of the Congress as follows 
[reading | 


Whereas it is the policy of the Congress, as rapidly as possible, to make the 


Indians within the territorial limits a the I nited States subject to the same 
laws and entitled to the same privileges and responsibilities as are applicable 
to other citizens of the United States, to end their status as wards of the 


United States and to grant them all of the rights and prerogatives pertaining to 
American citizenship; and 
Whereas the Indians within the territorial limits of the United States should 
assume their full responsibilities as American citizens, now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That it is 


¢ 


declared to be the sense of Congress that, at the earliest possible time, all of 


the Indian tribes and the individual members thereof cated within the 
States of 

and there follows five named States. [Continuing :] 

should be freed from Federal supervision and control and from all disabilities 


and limitations specially applicable to Indians. 


(hat is the end of the excerpt from that resolution. 

Responsive to that resolution, the Secretary of the Interior, in view 
of the request of Congress that the Secretary proceeded to examine 
all existing legislation dealing with Indians and treaties between the 
Government of the United States and each of the listed tribes, in 
order to report to Congress, not later than January 1, 1954, his rec- 
ommendations for such legislations as would carry out the declared 
policy y of that resolution. 

There have been transmitted to the House and to the rmenate 

umerous pieces of legislation which have as their purpose termination 
of Fed eral supervision over certain named tribes. In addition to 
the tribes and States spelled out in House Concurrent Resolution 108 
it was requested that from time to time, as legislation could be de- 
veloped, for States ane tribes not named in the resolution, that the 
Secretary transmit such legislation. 

H. R. 7552 of the gad Congress, 2d session, the | ill under consider- 
ation today, is responsive to the declaration of policy set down by the 
Congress as a legislative vehicle for terminating F ote ral supervision. 

[ am going to briefly, with your permission, Mr. Chairman, discuss 
the provisions of that bill, and I should like to make this statement 
prior to discussing it. 

The bill is conceived only as the broad legislative framework within 
which may be fitted the final terms, conditions, and administrative 
procedures for effecting its basic purpose. In testimony over a 35-day 
period, beginning roughly February 1 in Washington, when some 10 
or 12 tribes submitted testimony, ‘adi itives of the Indian Bureau 
have consistently stated that they have no particular pride of author- 
ship in the bill. It was recognized by the Bureau and by Congress 
that certain broad framework legislation must be developed as a start- 
ing point. It is believed that H. R. 7552, as is true of the companion 
bills having the same general purpose, does spell out the alternatives 
available to the tribes, bands and colonies affected. 

H. R. 7552, after setting out its purpose—which, of course, is ter- 
mination of Federal supervision over the trust and restrictive proper- 
ties of certain tribes, bands and colonies of Indians located in the 
State of Nevada—establishes first, in ; re 9. the tribes or bands 
that are under consideration—the Ruby Valley, Shoshone Indians, 
Yerington, Paiute Tribe of Nevada—and after defining colonies 


] ) 





; 
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referred to here they are specifically listed as Battle Mountain, Carson, 
Las Vegas, Lovelock, Reno-Sparks, and Yerington. 

There is provision in section 3 for the establishment of or bringing 
up to date, and finally closing, tribal membership rolls, with the 
periods spelled out and the procedure for final termination. 

Section 4 provides for publication in the Federal Register of that 
roll as has been set up in section 3, and the bill then provides to spell 
out the framework within which termination of the trust and restric- 
tive property can be effected. 

Section 5 (a) provides that the land held by the United States for 
the use of any of these tribes or colonies—that is, actually occupied or 
used by such tribe or colony or by one or more of the members—shall 
be declared by the Secretary of the Interior to be vested in such tribe 
or colony. 

Subsection (b) of that same section provides that the beneficial 
ownership of any part of land held by the United States for the use 
of the Paiute Indians, without reference to band affiliation, shall be 
declared by the Secretary to be vested in the individual Indian or 
Indians who occupy or use such property and the transfer of prop- 
erty from the United States to those persons presently using or occu 
pying the land. 

Section 6 subsection (a) provides that the Secretary shall, following 
the closing of the roll, notify the tribe or colony of the period of time 
during which that tribe or colony may study means of disposition of 
tribal property. The period provided for is for not less than 3 months 
and not more than 2 years, and that could, within the language of the 
bill, include some authorized extension of the original period. In 
short, after the roll has been established, the Secretary taking into 
consideration the problems of the particular group affected, has au- 
thority to set a period of not less than 3 months nor more than 2 years 
during which the study of what direction termination shall take may 
be completed by the tribes. 

And in section 6 there are set out the alternatives; I think it should 
be made clear that these are the choices of the tribes, bands or colonies 
involved. 

I want to read the prefatory sentence and then will talk a little 
on each of the alternatives available. 

The Secretary, after establishing this period for consideration, is 
authorized to provide such reasonable assistance as may be requested 
by the tribe or colony in the formulation of a plan for the disposition 
or future control and management of the property, including neces- 
sary consultations with representatives of Federal departments and 
agencies, officials of the State of Nevada and political subdivisions 
thereof, and members of the tribe or colony. 

During such period the tribe or colony may elect, and this is one 
alternative, to apply to the Secretary for the transfer—to a corpora- 
tion or other legal entity, organized by the tribe or colony in a form 
satisfactory to the Secretary—of title to all or any part of the tribal 
property; that is, incorporating for transfer of title to all or any part 
of the tribe all property, and the Secretary under this subsection is 
authorized to make such transfer. 

That, then, is the first alternative. If the tribe elects to form a 
corporation for the purpose of receiving the property now held in 
trust for that tribe by the Secretary, that is its first alternative, 
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and the Secretary is authorized by this legislation to make the transfer 
upon a showing to him that such a corporation has been formed. There 
are certain restrictions on the incorporating organization insofar as 
it may use its assets as compensation for the services of agents or 
attorneys, but that is your first alternative. 

The second alternative set out in subsection 6 (a), in paragraph 2, 
provides that the tribe may apply to the Secretary for the transfer, 
not to a corporation, but to one or anes trustees ‘designated by the 
tribe or colony, and again, the thing that is being tr: ansferred would 
be title to all or any part of the tribal property ; the title to that prop- 
erty, once it is transferred from the control of the Secretary to a trus- 
tee designated by the tribe, would be held by the trustees for one of 
two purposes, within the present language of the bill. The first one is 
‘or management purposes ; in short, production of income utilizing the 
property. The second one, for liquidation purposes, and in an orderly 
manner. The trustee is to be selected by the tribe. He would either 
manage it for them with the income to be proroated among the mem 
bers, or whatever their desires, or he could be selected for liquidation 
purposes. That would mean, again, in an orderly manner, such man 
ner as would realize the greatest benefit to the persons having interest 
in it, actually converting > that property to cash equivalent, or perhaps 
exchange, and distributing the assets. That is the second. 

The first, again, is a corporation for management of that property. 
‘he second is designation of a trustee to either manage or liquidate. 
‘he third, set out in subsection 3, is to apply to the Secretary for 
the sale of all or any part of the tribal property and for the prorated 
distribution among the tribe or colony of all or any part of the pro 
ceeds of sale or any other tribal or colony fund; the Secretary under 
this subsection is directed, or authorized and directed, to sell such 
property upon such terms and conditions a he deems proper, and 
to make such distribution among the tr ‘be or colony, after deducting, 
in his discretion, reasonable costs of sale and dist ribution. 

And then there is some language that restricts the action of the 
Secretary in this matter. 

Third, then, is application by the tribe or colony to the Secretary to 
effect the sale, or commutation into cash of the tribal assets. Rather 
than having the land here as assets you have the cash equivalent, under 
regulations to be developed and distributed to the proper persons. 

Subsection 4 provides—and this is the fourth major alternative 
of the tribe, and understand, each of these is left to the collective 
judgment of the tribe—the tribe may apply to the Secretary for di- 
vision of all, or any part of, the tribal colony lands into parcels for 
members and for public purposes, and then it spells out a plan for 
the subdivisions, providing that any patents issued under this sec 
tion for land that contains a community spring or well shall reserve 
the right to the residents of the « ‘olon’ or tribe to use su h spring or 
well. 

This one ayer: does not apply to the Las Vegas colony. 

That is a case of dividing the property and patenting it rather 
than selling, tr: sniaferbinng to trustee, or transferring it to a corpora- 
tion. 


And then there is language which reads as follows [reading] : 


T 
T 
I 


Title to any tribal property that is not transferred in accordance with the 
provisions of subsection (a)— 


erat 
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The foregoing alternatives, the four I have named ” 


Shall be transferred by the Secretary either to all members of the tribe as tenants 
in common 

This means the title is transferred to the tribe as an entity and each 
person has an undivided interest as a tenant in common in that 
property— 

Or to one or more trustees designated by the Secretary for the liquidation and 
distribution. 

Now, it should be made clear that this operation where the Secre- 
tary would have his discretion in winding up the property follows 
only the failure of the tribe or colony to se lect 1, 2, 3, or 4, or some 
modification thereof. 

As was pointed out at the beginning, any modification of the lan- 
guage in those four alternatives which would effect the same genera] 
purpose has consistently beer accepts able to the joint subcommittee 
considering the legi slation and members have gone on record to that 
effect. It 1s not final in any form. The trustee who might receive 
this property under the secretarial designation of a trustee is limited 
in his term of operation to not more than 3 years, unless the term of 
the trustee is extended by order of a judge of a court of record desig- 
nated in the trust agreement. That, of course, is to make for orderly 
transition within the county or State where that trust would be 
located. 

Then the sections which follow, with the exce ption of 1 or 2 which 
I will specifically call to your attention, are primarily ministerial or 
administrative provisions. We are talking here this morning of 
termination of Federal supervision and what means would be desir- 
able under the circumstances. 

Section T: in subsection (b), provides that all restrictions on the 
sale or encumbrance of trust or restricted land owned by members of 
the tribe or colony are hereby removed 2 years after the date of this 
act, which language is responsive, again, to ae Concurrent Reso- 
lution 108, entitling Indians to the same privileges and responsibili- 
ties as are enjoyed by non-Indians. 

An important subsection is that in section 7; subsection (¢), pro- 
viding that all restrictions shall be removed after 2 years, and 
that patents or deeds under which titles are then held shall pass the 
title in fee simple. 

In other words, if you now have a restricted title or trust title, by 
automatic operation you receive a patent in fee simple, or the total 
right to the use, benefit, and enjoyment of that property. The title 
to all interests in trust or restricted land acquired by members of the 
tribe or colony by devise or inheritance 2 years or more after the 
date of this act shall vest in such members in fee simple. 

There again, is provision for an orderly bridging from Federal 
status to your own status within the jurisdiction of the State of 
Nevada; subsection (c) follows that along [res ading |: 


(c) Prior to the time provided in subsection (b)— 
The 2-year period I just referred to— 


For the removal of restrictions on land owned by more than one member of @ 


tribe or colony, the Secretary may— 


(1) Upon request of any of the owners, partition— 
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Where land is in multiple ownership, tenancy in common, your so- 
called heirship status, the Secretary may, upon request of any one 
owner divide it up and issue a patent to each of the persons having 
an interest in it. In other words, issue a deed or title to it, upon re- 
quest of any of the owners for a partition or sale; and this is the 
second provision, a finding by the Secretary that partition is not prac- 
ticable, not economically sound—there may be too many individuals 
interested in the property to divide it and have anything left—then 
the Secretary may, if he finds partition is not pr: acticable, cause the 
land to be sold at not less than its appraised value and distribute the 
proceeds of the sale to those persons who had undivided interests in 
the property. 

There is a provision here we have found very important in our 
Indian hearings: That a preference is given to any individual who 
is an owner in common in that land to first purchase it himself. 

The proviso reads : 


That any one or more of the owners— 


Which means if you have 10 people in the lot or plot of ground, any 
1 of those 10 may elect— 

May elect before a sale to purchase the other interests in the land at not less 
than the appraised value thereof, and the purchaser shall receive an unre- 
stricted patent or deed to the land. 

The language which follows provides, and I will only paraphrase 

The general statutes, the acts of 1910 and 1913 having to do with 
the probate of Indian trust estates and Indian personal property, I 
believe, the operation of such statutes is suspended. In section 9 the 
Secretary is authorized to transfer to a tribe or colony or any mem- 
ber affected any land held by the United States for administrative 
purposes. That would be your administrative sites, as they are 
known. 

Section 10, I think, is of importance to the people involved. It pro- 
vides that upon the individual distribution of cash to the Indians, 
such transfer to the individual Indians shall not be subject to Federal 
income tax. This is in the first instance. The Federal income tax 
does not operate on the first transfer to the Indians. Of course, after 
that if it is used for the production of income, it is in precisely the 
same class as any other income received by non-Indians. There is a 
proviso here that will be important in some instances, that for the 
purposes of capital gains or losses the base value of the property 
that is, the property transferred or patented—shall be the value of 
the property when distributed to the individual, corporation, or other 
legal entity. 

Now, knocking the legal language edges off of that, it simply means 
this: That an Indi: an may have in, let’s say 1930, received a restricted 
title toa piece of land which in round figures was worth $500. 

In 1954 whe *n he receives a patent in fee to that land, let’s say that 
is adhere 3,000. Under the operation of our Federal capital gains 
law you wanda normally be subjected to a tax on the difference between 
the value of that property when you acquired it, $500, and the value 
of that property when you sold it, which we are assuming—for the 
purpose of my illustration here—you do immediately after you receive 
your patent in fee. Under this provision the capital gain would not 
operate in that manner since Congress has taken the position that you 


FEDERAL SUPERVISION OVER CERTAIN TRIBES OF INDIANS [217 


did not have the full use, benefit, and enjoyment of that prepe rty when 
it was restricted ; the value of the property for capital gains tax pur- 
poses should be the value as of the day the transfer is effected. 

The provision in section 11 states: 

Nothing in this Act shall affect any claim heretofore filed against the United 
States by a tribe. 

Section 12 provides that nothing in the act shall abrogate any valid 
lease, permit, license, right of way, lien, or other contract heretofore 
approved. 

Sention 13: 

Nothing in this Act shall abrogate any water rights of a tribe or colony or 
its members. 

Then the following provisions go to minor persons and those who 
are disabled by reason of age or otherwise, and their protection, and 
what has been labeled, I am sure, purely administrative procedure. It 
is my understanding, and it will be developed during the hearing, that 
representatives of the Bureau of Indian Affairs will propose certain 
amendments to this language; Mr. Lewis Sigler, who is here repre- 
senting the Office of the Chief Counsel of the Bureau of Indian Af 
fairs of the Department of Interior, can much more ably than I spell 
out the legal operation of the bill. 

That, Mr. Chairman, I think generally summarizes the legislation as 
it is proposed. 

Chairman Youne. Before proceeding with the testimony, I would 
like to call on Mr. Ladd, superintendent of the Nevada Indian Agency, 
to present briefly for the record what steps, if any, were taken to dis- 
cuss this with the tribes, colonies involved. 

Burton A. Lapp (superintendent of Nevada Indian Agency). Mr. 
Chairman, discussions of this sort of a proposition were started early 
in 1950 with the groups. There were a number of discussions with each 
group about legislation, plans, and programs; and the number varies. 

I think the greatest number of discussions has been held at the Reno- 
Sparks, Carson colony. Probably the least number of discussion has 
been held at Ruby Valley. 

On April 8 I received a telegram from the chairman of the com- 
mittee asking me if I wouldn’t notify certain interested parties about 
this hearing. I did notify Governor Russell on February 2, 1954, dis- 
cussed the bill with him. ‘He was rather favorable to it. 

The Carson colony: We had a meeting, and there again this was just 
a meeting in which we discussed the bill. We have had meetings since 
with the entire group, and individual discussions. It is difficult to 
enumerate, and so forth. 

The first meeting with the Carson colony, February 4, 1954, the re- 
action, I believe, was favorable, provided certain improvements could 
be made before the actual termination was effected. 

Ormsby County Commissioners—we had a meeting with them on 
February 5, 1954. They were favorable toward the legislation pro- 
vided that there was a 5-year adjustment period in payment, com- 
pensation for services. 

teno-Sparks colony: February 5, 1954, and began on March 2, 1954, 
I believe the reaction there was favorable provided that there was a 
sewer main installed and cancellation of irrigation reimbursable 
charges. 

$4784—54—pr. 10 2 
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Washoe County Commissioners, the ones contacted February 5, 
1954, I believe they were favorable provided there were sewer mains 
installed through the colony. 

Lovelock colony: Mrs. Slater, our worker, held a meeting there Feb- 
ruary 6, 1054. The reaction was favorable provided minor improve- 
ments were done to the colony. 

Pershing County officials: Miss Slater contacted Mr. Fuss. As you 
know, the county commissioners meet once a month, all on the same 
day. It is difficult to meet with all of them on this sort of thing, but 
Mr. Fuss, one of the commissioners, discussed, was contacted. The bill 
was discussed with him, and he didn’t speak for the commissioners. 
He said he would present it tothem. I assume they have a representa- 
tive here to speak for them. 

The Battle Mountain group: Battle Mountain colony group were 
contacted by Mr. Bobo, assistant in the eastern part of the State, Feb- 
ruary 2, 1954. The bill was thoroughly discussed. No opinion rend- 
ered. The colony people said they would like to discuss it some more; 
they would notify us, which they haven't, to this date. 

The first contact we could make with the Lander County Commis- 
sioners was April 10, 1954, when we talked to Mr. Ed. Lauritzen. I be- 
lieve he will be present today. 

Ruby Valley was contacted by Mr. Bobo February 1, 1954. He ex- 
plained the bill thoroughly and held some discussion, but there were 
no commitments by the group there. 

Elko County officials: We held a meeting with them, Mr. Bobo and 
I,on February 24, 1954. They are favorable. 

Las Vegas colony: our last meeting with them was a rather informal 
affair—only a few people were present—April 9, 1954. It was difficult 
to ascertain their feeling on the bill. There had been previous discus- 
sion at that time, too, and therein it was rather difficult to determine. 
I assume they will have a spokesman here today, also. 

Clark County officials: We didn’t get a meeting with the entire 
group of commissioners, but on March 15, 1954, I called Mr. Harley 
Harmon, chairman of the county commissioners. He advised it wasn’t 
necessary for us to come down; he had a copy of the bill; he would ex- 
plain it to the county commissioners and get their reaction. 

[ notified Mr. Rodney Colton, also, a county commissioner, April 9, 
1954. T discussed the bill with the assistant city manager at Las Vegas. 
Mayor Brown was out of town on April 9, 1954, and talked to the city 
manager later by telephone. 

The Yerington Paiute tribe was contacted on February 10, 1954, at 

eeneral meeting. Thev passed a resolution which I have here, and 
they are favorable provided they have some help on short sewer main, 
and they indicated they might have to request an extension of repay- 
ment of the credit loan. They owe quite a bit of money to the United 
States. 

Lyon County officials were contacted on March 22, 1954, and they 
made—they were doubtful about their endorsement. No definite con- 
clusion. I believe that they will have a spokesman here today. 

I would like to again repeat that we have had numerous discussions 
on this before and since this one. This was the first discussion that we 
had as regards this bill. We have had meetings and discussions since 
then. We have had numerous meetings before that over a 4-year period 
with the groups. 
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Chairman Youne. I have several questions to ask you, Mr. Ladd, 


with regard to colonies and our reservations In Nevada. 

It is true colonies are generally located near or adjacent to towns 
and cities / 

Mr. Lapp. Yes, sir; that is correct. All of these involved, with the 
exception of Ruby Valley, are either within the city limits or adjoin 
ing the city limits. 

Chairman Youne. Are you furnishing services to most of these 
colonies or reservations at the present time / 

Mr. Lapp. Very limited degree; yes, sir. 

Chairman Youna. Are the residents of these colonies and reserva- 
tions permanent or semipermanent in their nature, or do they tend 
to be transient ? 

Mr. Lapp. We have in most every colony people that have been there 
quite a while; a few—there are a few semipermanents and quite a 
number in that class. That varies from colony to colony, that move 
in and out. They are counted as residents when they are there. When 
they leave, they are not counted any more. 

Chairman Youna. Do you classify the reservations referred to in 
this bill—Ruby Valley and the Yerington Reservation—as reser 
vations in the true sense of the word or the sense it is generally used ? 

Mr. Lapp. Ruby Valley is an Executive order reservation. I think 
that is the type of reservation most people are familiar with, but all 
the other areas involved in this bill are purchase tracts, either a colony 
or a reservation, and on those purchase tracts you establish residence, 
you are on the roll by residence and by assignment. If you leave 
or don’t use your land for a year, in the case of a reservation, you auto- 
matically lose your residence. Most of the people in these colonies and 
purchase reservations have another tribal affiliation. They belong 
to regular recognized tribes but have associated themselves on one 
piece of land. 

Chairman Youna. Some tribes may be out of the State? 

Mr. Lapp. There are predominantly three major tribes in the State, 
but we has residents in the colonies from tribes even outside the State. 

Chairman Youna. With regard to standing membership roll, will 
the movement of the residents of these colonies, or reservations, com- 
plicate the establishment or determination of who is entitled to bene- 
fits from the property owned by the tribe or held in trust ? 

Mr. Lapp. I think there will be some problem there, and it has been a 
very difficult problem for us to maintain any kind of roll over the 
year because of frequent moves of the people in there. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Ladd, who holds title to these various 
colony lands? 

Mr. Lapp. Most of the colony lands were bought way back i ' 1917, 
and I believe most of them, the title is held in trust by the United 
States for a group; they are living on them. There are some in which 
that isn’t the case. There are some that is just plain title in the United 
States. 

Congressman Ruopes. Do you know anything about the actual W se 
, t] ] 


ot ie trust enture ¢ i n trust f 
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just for a heterogeneous group whicl 1 might from time to time teesih on 
this land? 

Mr. Lapp. Some make provisions for landless or homeless Indi 
I believe it is for homeless Indians. 
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Chairman Younc. That is all the questions we have. Thank you, 
Mr. Ladd. 

Mr. Lapp. I would like to correct the record. I said all were adjacent 
to towns. Battle Mountain is 1 mile from the city limits. I should 
have said closely adjacent to the city limits. 

Chairman Youne. As the witnesses testify, we would like to have 
you come to the front here and sit at this table. 

We would like to start with the Yerington colony first. Is there any 
witness here who speaks for the Yerington colony ? 

( Lady rises in the audience. ) 

Chairman Youne. Would you come forward, please. 

Mr. Jex. For the record, will you state your name ? 

Wirness. Irene Brown. 

Mr. Jex. Where do you live? 

Mrs. Brown. Yerington colony. 

Mr. Jex. How long have you lived in the Yerington colony ? 

Mrs. Brown. About 12 years. 

Mr. Jex. What type of an organization is on Yerington colony ? 
It is not organized under Wheeler-Howard, is it? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Jex. It is organized under Wheeler-Howard ? 

Did you hold an organizational meeting at which you were elected 
delegate for the colony ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes; we have a council. 

Mr. Jex. Did you bring with you any written authority to appear ? 

Mrs. Brown. No. Mr. Tyndall has a copy of our resolution. 

Mr. Jex. You did pass a resolution ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Jex. That can be made available to the committee ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

(Document handed to Mrs. Brown by Mr. Ladd.) 

Mr. Jex. I would suggest it be submitted for consideration of the 
committee and put in the file, if necessary. 

(Document handed to Congressman Rhodes by Mrs. Brown. ) 

Mr. Jex. From that authorization can you tell us, for the informa 
tion of the committee, if you were instructed as to the position which 
the Yerington colony would take, or whether or not you are given 
complete authority to speak in their behalf ? 

Mrs. Brown. I have been given complete authority as secretary) 
of the council. Wehada meeting Wednesday night. 

Mr. Jex. They did not designate the viewpoint ? 

Mrs. Brown. It is all written in our resolution. 

Mr. Jex. In other words, you come instructed ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Jex. How many Indians, approximately, reside presently on 
the Yerington colony ? 

Mrs. Brown. About, I imagine, a hundred. 

Mr. Jex. Were there other de legates who were named by the colony 
at the same time? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes, Lindsay Rogers. 

Mr. Annort. Do you have a statement that you would like to give ‘ 

Mrs. Brown. No. I believe we have written it all in our resolution. 
We had a meeting on February 10 and adopted this resolution at our 


council meetin 


‘ 
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Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the unanimous 
consent that the resolution be placed in the record 
Chairman Young. If there is no objection, it is so ordered. 


(There was no objection.) The resolution follows: 


RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING BoDy OF T! YERINGTON PAIUTE TRIB 
(AN INDIAN CHARTERED CORPORATION ) 


Be it resolved by the council of the Yeringt Paiut ] 

Whereas this corporation is an Indian chartered corporation as defined by 
the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934, and 

Whereas this tribal council s read and discussed proposed House N 
7552, presented to Congress by Cliff Young, of the State of Nevada, 

Whereas the tribe owes a revolving credit loan and repay cattle to the Gov- 
ernment. Repayment of this loan will tax our resources to the limit. We may 
be forced to request a repay schedule over 4 or 5 years, and 

Whereas the tribe could not possibly repay the irrigation reimbursable 
charges against the land and, 

Whereas connection with the city sewer main would probably be a sanitation 
requirement for the continued use of our lot and house and 

Whereas the financial obligation which we will assume together with the 


improvement of our houses would make is to pay for a 
main through the colony: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the members of the Yeringt Paiute Tribe want to as 
all of our obligations. We want unrestricted title to our land, we want to pay 
our taxes, pay our water charges, and improve our homes. We are not able to 
assume these obligations and pay off the irrigatio eimbursable lien 1 our 
land and pay for a sewer main. Therefore we would endorse H. R. 7552, pro 


vided, that the irrigation reimbursable lien be canceled and that Congress con 
sider our need for help with the sewer main. 


ERTIFICATION 


I, the undersigned, as secretary of the Yerington Paiute Tribe, an Indiat 
chartered corporation, hereby certify that the tribal council of the corporation 


is composed of 7 members, of whom 4 constituting a quorum were present at a 
meeting thereof duly and regularly called, iticed, convened, and held this 
10th day of February 1954, that the foregoing resolution was duly adopted at 


such meeting by the affirmative vote of 6 members, and that said resolution has 
not been rescinded or amended in any way 

Dated this 10th day of February 1954. 

IRENE Brown, 
Secretary, Yerington Paiute Tribe. 

Mr. Anporr. You are Mrs. Brown? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Aseorr. In your resolution you make reference to your revolv- 
ing credit loan and your repayment cattle obligation to the Govern- 
ment. 

Could you tell the committee generally about that credit loan fund 
and the status of it? 

Mrs. Brown. Well, I think in our revolving loan fund there is 
$2,008 to be loaned out, and there is about a thousand dollars loaned 
out that is delinquent, and they owe about 58 head of cattle. T think 
16 are delinquent. 

Mr. Asrorr. You are suggesting in your resolution that considera 
tion be given to a repayment schedule over a 4- to 5-year period ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Asrorr. Would that be enough time for you to make repay- 
ment ? 

Mrs. Brown. I think it would be. 
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Mr. Argorr. You want to direct the attention of the committee to 
that particular situation? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Anporr. And what is your irrigation situation 4 

Mrs. Brown. Well. there is a $21,000 loan I believe the Govern 
ment holds 

Mr. Aneorr. That is for the capitalization for irrigation constru 
tion ¢ 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr ABBOTT. Have the water users been pas ing operation and main 


t , } recy 
i i ait 


Mi Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Ansorr. But you have not been paying—— 

Mrs. Brown. The Government back. 

Mr. Agporr. That is right as to construction costs. You under 
stand that is by operation of the Levitt Act of 1932 which deferred re 
payments on Indian irrigation projects. 

You state in your resolution the tribe could not possibly pay the irri- 
gation charges against the land. 

Mrs. Brown. No; they couldn’t. 

Mr. Asrorr. Now, the book value of those obligations is apparently 
$21,000. Would your organization be able to repay a portion which 
was based on present value of the project against the book value? 

Mrs. Br own. Well, I don’t think they could. 

Mr. Assorr. And your recommendation would be, then, that—— 

Mrs. Brown. That they can’t. 

Mr. Apsrortr. ‘That the obligation be canceled 7 

Mrs. Brown (ng Ban) 


Mr. Anpott. Now, could 5 v eit fly state for the committee mem- 
bers what ho situation is with respect to the city sewer main which you 
refer to. 

Mrs. Brown. Well, we live in the city limits. We don’t have any 


sewer out there. It doesn’t extend out to the colony, and we would 
like to have it out there, but the city ean’t afford to extend it into the 
colo} 

Mr. Asnorr. Let’s see if we can understand that, Mrs. Brown. 

Would you, with the operation of this bill, be required to make con 
nection with the city sewer ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes; we would. 

Mr. Ansorr. You feel the financial obligation which you would as- 
sume, and the situation which would result with respect to improve- 
ments of your houses would still make it impossible to pay for that ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Aprott. You are suggesting some a tan: be given in that 
direction ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. You do want unrestricted title to your land ¢ 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Asporr. Is that true? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Ansorr. You do want to pay ‘axes? 

Mrs. Brown. Well, we would have to if we had clear title. That 
would come with it. 

Mr. Assorr. That is all on that point. 
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Do you want to pay your water charge, with reference to municipal 
water charges ? 

Mrs. Brown. Well, we do pay them. 

Mr. Apporr (reading) : 

We are not able to assume the obligation and pay off the obligation on our 
land and pay for a sewer main. 

On that point: in dollars you said, I believe, a $21,000 irrig 
loan ¢ 

Mrs. Brown. I believe that is right. 

Mr. Ansorr. What would that mean per family ’ 

Mrs. Brown. Well, there is only—state—how many ranches? Nine 
ranches out there. 

Mr. Asvorr. It would be substantial, then / 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Apporr. I believe that is all I have. Mr. Jex has something. 

Mr. Jex. To just clear one point, do you appear as a delegate for the 
Yerington Paiute Tribe or Yerington colony ¢ 

Mrs. Brown. Yerington Council. 

Mr. Jex. Council rather than colony. 

Mrs. Brown. Our council is combined with the Campbell ranch, one 
colony. 

Chairman Youne. You speak for both, for the colony and the Yet 
ington Paiute Tribe ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea how much money it would 
cost to put in necessary sanitation features ? 

Mrs. Brown. No; 1 don’t. 

Do you, Mr. Koehler? 

Mr. Jex. For the purpose of the record can we get the name so we 
have it. 

Mr. Frank Korner. Frank Koehler, K-o-e-h-l-e-r, Yerington. 

Mr. Jex. Are you a member of the tribal organization ? 

Mr. Korner. I am appearing from Lyon County. I represent 
Lyon County. 

Chairman Youne. We will have you testify later. 

Mr. Jex. Who is the gent leman you referred to / 

Mrs. Brown. Lindsay Rogers. 

Chairman Youne. Do you feel that the council was adequately 
consulted with regard to this legislation ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes, I think so. Mr. Ladd came down, talked to us 
about it. 

Chairman Youne. You feel most of the members of the council 
understand its purposes ? 

Mrs. Brown. It was interpreted both in Indian and in English. 
They all—I think they all understand it. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any questions / 

Congressman Ruopes. How many acres does the Yerington Tribe 
and the colony have under cultivation ? 

Mrs. Brown. I don’t know how many. 

Congressman Ruopres. We can probably get that from a later 
witness. 

Do you grow crops on the land, or is it ranch land ? 

Mrs. Brown. On the ranch they do, but the colony is just homes. 
There isn’t any land there. It is just a little colony, just in town. 
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Congressman Ruopes. The title to the land is held by the tribe 
itself: is that correct ? 

Mrs. Brown. No. I believe the Federal Government. 

Congressman Ruopes. The Federal Government holds it in trust 
for the tribe ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. You say nine ranches. How many families é 


Mrs. Brown. Twenty-four. 

Congressman Ruopes. Twenty-four in the colony ? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. I am a little bit unclear as to the difference 


between a colony and tribe. Can vou tell me about it. 

Mrs. Brown. Well, it is all the tribe but divided. There is ranches, 
alia ll ranch. Nine families are living on the ranch. The rest 
families live in the colony, but they are one tribe. 

C ongressman Ruoves. The income from the ranches— 

Mrs. Brown. Istheirown. Itis separate. 

Congressman RHODES. Separate from the other colony ? What do 
the other members of the colony do for a liv ing ( 

Mrs. Brown. Well, they all work, either on ranches or in homes or 
restaurant and different places. Everybody works in this little colony. 

Congressman Ruopes. Has any of the irrigation money been repaid 
to the Federal Government ? 

Mrs. Brown. I don’t think it has. 

Congressman Ropes. Do you have any idea what the income is 
from the ranches? 

Mrs. Brown. No, T don’t have any idea. 

Congressm: n Ruopes. Now, as to the sewer main, how great a dis- 
tance would the main have to be extended to provide facilities for 
the olony ? 

Mrs. Brown. I don’t know that, either. I don’t know just where 
it extends. 

Congressman Rnopes. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Arnsorr. Mr. Chairman: Mrs. Brown, I would like to go back 
for just a moment to your irrigation situation. Now, assuming there 
is termination of Federal supervision over your group; is it your 
intention to operate as an irrigation district under Nevada State law, 
enter into a contract which would continue operation and maintenance 
of that project so that you would have some control over the project 
as to water let-outs, and so forth, and also provide permanently for the 
necessary financial safeguards in the project ? 

Mrs. Brown. Well, they are already members of the Walker River 
Irrigation District. 

Mr. Anpvotr. I understand that. Your recommendation, then, is to 
cancel this obligation and make it self-operating from there? Is that 
what vou are saying? 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Mr. Anprorrt. That is what we need for the record. 

Mrs. Brown. Yes. 

Chairman Youna. Any other questions of the witness? 

(There were no further questions of the witness.) 


Chairman Youne. Any other witness from Yerington Tribal 
Council or Reservation ? 
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(Gentlemen rises in the audience. ) 

Mrs. Brown. Yes, this man. 

Chairman Youne. Would you come forward, please. 

Mr. Jex. For the record, would you state your name. 

Mr. Linpsay Rogers. Lindsay Rogers. 

Mr. Jex. And you are a delegate / 

Mr. Rocers. I was appointed by the council. They held a meeting 
last night, to appear, to be here. 

Mr. Jex. And you reside on the reservation or the colony ? 

Mr. Rogers. On the reservation. It is the same thing, though. 

Mr. Anpzorr. You have the same authority as Mrs. Brown ? 

Mr. Rocrers. Yes, but she explained it because we worked together. 

Mr. Anporrt. I see. 

Now, do you have any statement that you would like to make? 

Mr. Rogers. No, not other than what she has already said. 

Mr. Annorr. You would say that she substantially represented the 
position of your group ? 

Mr. Rocers. Yes. 

Mr. Anporr. Do you agree with her on the irrigation statement she 
made ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you operate with irrigation ¢ 

Mr. Rogers. Well, I am—I have a place out there on the ranch, 
yes. 

Mr. Asnorrt. Is it irrigated ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. What are your water charges presently ? 

Mr. Rogers. Well, it costs each rancher about forty-something a 
year. 

Mr. Aprorr. $40 a year? 

Mr. Rocers. A little over, $40 and some cents. 

Mr. Apgpotrr. That is operation and maintenance charge ? 

Mr. Rogers. (Nodding head.) 

Mr. Apport. Is that based on the acreage or per acre foot of water 
that you receive ? 

Mr. Rogers. Well, it is just water which we receive for the whole 
ranch altogether. We divide it among the ranchers. 

Mr. Assgort. Is that on the basis of acre-feet of water? Or do you 
simplv take the total operation and maintenance charges annually and 
divide them among you on the basis of the acres you people have? 

Mr. Rocers. Yes, I guess. 

Mr. Aspvorr. It is the latter ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes. 

Mr. Apnrorr. There is no relation between the number of acre-feet 
of water as such; rather, a straight operation and maintenance charge? 

Mr. Rocers. Yes. 

Mr. Arnsorr. I believe that is all I have. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea what the average income 
is of the families in the colony or reservation ? 

Mr. Rocers. No. I really don’t. See, I just started there recently 
myself on those places. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have a certain portion of that land set 
apart for your operation ? 


Mr. RoceErs. Yes. 
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Chairman Youne. How many acres? 

Mr. Rogers. Around 40. 

Chairman Youne. Is that larger or smaller than others ? 

Mr. Rocers. All about equal, about 5 acres one way or the other. 

Chairman Youne. You make a living off of 40 acres ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. Is that in alfalfa or wheat ? 

Mr. Rocers. Both. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea of what your annual 
income would be off of 40 acres ? 

Mr. Rogers. No, not really. I wouldn’t know. 

Chairman Youne. That is all. 

Congressman Ruoprs. How many tribes are represented in the Yer 
ington colony ? 

Mr. Rogers. How many tribes ? 

Congressman RHODEs. Yes, the members of the Yerington colony ; 
are they all from the Paiute Tribe? 

Mr. Rogers. Mostly Paiute. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mostly, but other tribes are represented ? 

Mr. Rogers. No, I hardly think there are. 

Congressman Ruopes. Is the population fairly stable, or do you 
have people coming and going ? 

Mr. Rogers. No, fairly stable. 

Congressman Ropes. Do you know how many acres there are in 
these ranches ? 

Mr. Rogers. All total, I believe, around 1,100 pasture land and all. 

Congressman Ruoprs. It is divided into 40-acre tracts ? 

Mr. Rogers. Well, around that, 35 and 40. 

Congressman Ruopes. This is allotted land ? 

Mr. Rogers. Well 

Congressman Ruopes, I mean, each person is allotted a certain num- 
ber of acres ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes. 

Congressman Rnopes. Do all of the members of the colony farm 
the land, their allotted land, themselves, or is some of it a communal 
operation ¢ 

Mr. Rocers. No, everybody farms their own. 

Mr. Jex. For the purpose of the record, those allotments are tribal 
assignment rather than allotments as the term is specially used in the 
Indian Bureau language; is that right? 

Mr. Rogers. What? 

Mr. Jex. In other words, you get your assignment from the tribe 
to use the land, not an allotment from the Federal Government? 

Mr. Rocers. That is right, no. 

Mr. Azzorr. One other point, Mr. Chairman. 

Would you like to comment on that portion of your resolution which 
refers to your revolving credit loan and repayment cattle program ? 
Do you agree with the statement of Mrs. Brown that a 4- to 5-year 
repayment would permit actual repayment? 

Mr. Rocers. Yes, it would be. 

Mr. Asnorr. Do you have repayment cattle yourself ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arporr. It has been, I believe, the observation of the committee 
that the fluctuation in the cattle market during 1952 and 1953 did some 


a 
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damage to the repayment program. Has that been your experience 
here? 

Mr. Rocers. Yes, it did do some. 

Mr. Asporr. Now, you actually have those repayment cattle on the 
colony land, do you not ? 

Mr. Rogers. Yes, they are on the reservation ; yes. 

Mr. Aspgorr. It has at times been the experience of the committee 
that the repayment cattle were nonexistent In some areas. That is not 
true here? 

Mr. Rogers. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Assorr. All right. 

Chairman Youne. Any other questions ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much, Mr. Rogers. 

Are there any other witnesses from the Yerington colony or reser- 
vation? If not, we will hear witnesses from the city of Yerington 
or the county of Lyon. Are there any witnesses who represent either 
or both? Mr. Koehler, do you represent the city ? 

Mr. Kornter. Mr. Friedhoff is the mayor of the city of Yerington. 

Chairman Youne. Would you like to testify, Mr. Friedhoff ? 

Mr. Jex. Mr. Friedhoff, I will ask you to do the same thing and 
state your name, for the record, your position, and possibly the re- 
porter would like the spelling on this one. 

Mr. Grorce Frrepuorr, Jr., Mayor of Yerington. George Friedhoff, 
Jr. F-r-i-e-d-h-o-f-f, mayor of Yerington. 

Mr. Azporr. That is in Lyon County? 

Mayor Frrepnorr. Yes. 

Mr. Anporr. You have heard the testimony, I believe, or the state- 
ments of Mrs. Brown and Mr. Rogers? 

Mayor Friepnorr. (Nodding head.) 

Mr. Assorr. Has your city conferred with the Indian Bureau on this 
proposed legislation ? 

Mayor Frrepnorr. No, we havn’t. 

Mr. Assorr. Have you conferred with the tribal governing group? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. No. 

Mr. Azssorr. Are you familiar with the situation referred to as it 
applies to the city sewer main ? 

Mayor Frievnorr. I am familiar with that; yes. 

Mr. Axssorr. Would you like to make a statement on that, explain- 
ing what it entails, dollarwise, and how it fits into the—I assume, the 
ordinances you have in the city. 

Mayor FriepHorr. Where the Yerington—well, we call it Indian 
Town—camp is located would be impracticable to tie onto our present 
city sewer. It is a lot lower, but the only way it could be done is carry- 
ing it on out into a sump and pumping it into the present city sewer- 
age. The expense would be too great to the city of Yerington to 
take on, or, I imagine, the Indian colony itself. 

Mr. Anporrt. Is it required under your ordinances that they do con- 
nect with the city sewer ? 

Mayor Frrepnorr. At the present time nothing has been done about 
it, but I imagine in time it will be. 

Mr. Appsorr. Are conditions such that it would dictate disposal 
through your system ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. It would be, eventually ; yes. 








1228 FEDERAL SUPERVISION OVER CERTAIN TRIBES OF INDIANS 


Mr. Ansnorr. You are stating it would be necessary to extend the 
present facilities in order to dispose of it through the « ity system £ 

Mayor Friepuorr. Yes. 

Mr. Arnorr. You do not feel the eity 1s In a position finane ally 
to do so, or possibly the beneficiaries of the extension are able ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. I doubt it. You are running into a $50,000 o1 
360,000 estimate. 

Mr. Anzorr. Based on studies that have been made / 

Mayor Friepuorr. That is a guess. 

Mr. Ansorr. It could be more or less than that ? 

Mayor KrrepHorr. More or less, ves. 

Mr. Ansorr. Would you form a sanitary district and assess the 
users proportionately as, I believe, is normally done on sanitary im 
provement projects ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. That is possible. However, there is so much 
land between the Indian colony and the existing sewer line that you 
would have to bring it all in, and I don’t think it would ever pass the 
voters. 

Mr. Assorr. Are they presently using septic systems or leaching 
field systems, something along that line ? 

Mayor Frrepiorr. The ones between the colony and the existing 
sewer; yes. 

Mr. Assorr. Are they permitted under your ordinances to use that 
method of sewage disposal ? 

Mavor FrrepHoFF. At the present time they are. 

Mr. Anvorr. How far is the colony from the city ‘ 

Mayor Frrepiiorr. Well, it is—I believe it is in the city limits. 
Isn’t it ? 

Mr. Korner. It is in the city limits. 

Mayor Friepnorr. It is in the city limits. It is just on the edge 
of town, the city itself, but it is in the city limits. 

Mr. Apporr. Is it a continuous development within the city, or do 
you have an undeveloped area between the colony and the city ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. Semiundeveloped. 

Mr. Assorr. The figure you have, then, could only be an estimate? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. That is all. There has been no—nothing done 
to actually figure the actual cost on that, but I know others adjacent 
to the Indian colony have asked for sewerage, and so far nothing 
has been done about it because of the cost. 

Mr. Assorr. Do I understand you presently have a water supply 
to the colony ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. And they pay the normal municipal water rates for 
that water? 

Mayor Friepuorr. Right now I couldn’t tell you how that is set 
up. I know they are receiving water, and how it is paid I don’t know. 
I haven’t paid much attention to that. 

Mr. Anrgorr. Could the city participate in an arrangement whereby 
the beneficiaries of this sewerage extension would pay a portion, the 
city pay a portion, with perhaps some contribution made from Fed 
eral funds? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. At this particular time it would be very hard 
for the city to pay a portion of any of it. Chances are at a later date 
they might be. 
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Mr. Asporr. Let me ask you this. If that svstem were extended 
and vou have an undeveloped areca between, isn’t it true the property 
owners or City would benefit trom he extension ot that systen ita 


future date / 
Mayor Frrepuorr. Yes. 

Mr. Asporr. At least some consideration should be given if the 
Federal! Government is going to make a contribution where direct bene 
fits are received by the city and property owners ; iaps if an assess 


* . A 
; ment were made there the figure might perhaps be less than the gross 
estimate you have given us? 
Mayor Frrepuorr. I believe something like that could be worked 
. out if it is feasible. 


The whole thing is, is it going to be feasible to carry this into the 
present city sewerage 5) stem, O1 would it be more feasible for the col- 
ony to have their own? In other words, you have a level ground there 
to consider. I think that is going to be your big item. 

Chairman Youne. Do you favor generally the legislation we are 
considering? Do you think it would be wise legislation for your area / 

Mayor Frrepuorr. I think it would be very wise. The time is com 
ing when we are going to have to do something. 

Chairman Youne. Do you feel the people in t 
generally favor it ? 

Mayor Frrepnorr. I believe so, yes. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any other commeits or stateme 
to make on the legislation ? 

Mayor Frrepnorr. No. 

Congressman Ruopes. Is the city of Yerlington located on a pro 
montory a little bit higher than the surrounding ground ¢ 

Mayor Friepuorr. Well, it is very flat with—well, particularly 
where the Indian camp is. It is low there. You have to come up onto 
higher ground. But Yerington itself is very flat, hard for drainage. 

Congressman Ruoprs. Where is this sewerage disposal plant with 
reference to the city of Yerington and the colony ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. The plant is north of Yerington, right outside of 

j town, and the colony is southeast of the city. 

Congressman Ruopes. It wouldn’t be possible, then, with the 
ground, the slope of the ground as such—it wouldn’t be possible to get 
that sewage to the sewage disposal plant without pumping it uphill? 

° Mayor Frrepnorr. That is the only way it could be done. 

Congressman Ropes. That is all. 

Mr. Axnsorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question at that 
point. 

Has the Indian Bureau, to your knowledge, been supplied with a 
map or drawing showing the set-up with regard to this sewage system ? 

Mayor Frrepuorr. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Axnzorr. Could you supply it to the committee by mail at some 
time for our information; say, within the next 10 days to 2 weeks? 
It could be a very rough sketch showing the physical locations and 
general distance. 

Mayor Frrepuorr. Yes. We wouldn’t have exactly the elevation 
of the camp at the present time, but we do have elevations right across 
the road from it now which—and the present sewage system would give 
you an idea what you are up against. 


] ; ‘ 
He COMMUNES here 
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Chairman Young. Any other questions 

Mr. Jex. No other questions. 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youne. That isall. Thank you very much. 


Any other witnesses want to testify on behalf of the city of 


Yerington or Lyon County ¢ 

Mr. Korner. I would like to say a few words. 

Chairman Young. Mr. Koehler. 

Will you identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Frank Kornter, District Attorney of Lyon County: Frank 
Koehler, District Attorney of Lyon County. 

Our interest in this pending legislation is what provisions are go- 
ing to be made to take care of the problems in regard to hospits ilization 
of the Indians and indigent problems generally. We are quite con- 
cerned because we feel that if Lyon County has to take that over at 
any time within the next 15 or 20 years, that it will wreck the economy 
of Lyon County. We would like to know just what the provisions are 
and how it is going to work. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any suggestions how 't should work 
or What the burden would be on the country? I think the commit- 
tee agrees with your general statement. It isn’t a burden which should 
he on Lyon County, Washoe County or any of the other counties in- 
volved. It is a Federal responsibilitv, and should rest upon the tax- 
payers generally in this country. We are merely trying to find out 
means of discharging those obligations in an equiti able fashion, both 
insofar as the colonies, reservations, are concerned, and the local 
taxpayers. 

District Attorney Kornirr. You have asked what the average in- 
come is a the Campbell ranch. I am fairly familiar with it. Of 
course, I don’t know individually, but I would say the cash income 
from the operation, cash net income, would probably be in the neigh- 
borhood of $500 per family. 

Mr. Azporr. Per family, is that ? 

District Attorney Kornuer. Per family. 

Congressman Ruopes. Would it be as high as $880? 

District Attorney Koruier. I doubt it very much. There are years 
turkeys have been good, and things like that, and their income prob- 
ably would be $880 or more, but I am basing this principally on my 
knowledge of their debts in town and the debts incurred, and they 
simply have not been able to reduce them. There was no way to re- 
duce them over the past several years. The storekeepers in town are 
holding the bag. Your income from the colony—you understand the 
Campbell ranch is about 6 or 7 miles from Yerington. The Indian 
colony is right in Yerington. I doubt very much if the family income 
in the Indian colony in Yerington is $600 a year. 

Chairman Younes. Even since the erection of the plant at Weed 
Heights? 

District Attorney Kornier. There are very few of the men em 
ployed there. There was during construction, a number employed 
then. I imagine up to 30 or 40. At the present time I believe that 
practically every one of those people who were employed there are 
wis back working on the farms. They will earn $5 to $6 a day and 
board for roughly 60 percent of the time in the s»mmer. 
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No, you can see that on that income, that family income, that there 
is nothing left over to take care of any sickness, any old-age prob- 
lems, anything like that. We have the old-age pension which is set 
up and working very nicely, but when they are unable to take care 
of themselves and have to go to the hospital, even to have a baby, 
there are no funds with which to take care of it. There wouldn’t be 
1 out of 10 would be able to take care of that situation. Something 
has got to be taken in, and your transition is desirable, but the pro- 
visions must be in the bill to take care of this situation, the illness, 
particularly up to the time when they are ready to go, but at the 
present time definitely are not. 

Another matter is there must be some provision to take care of 
orphans and children of families who can not take care of them 
themselves. At all times on the Campbell ranch there is one or more 
families which the Indian Service is assisting who have 1 to 4 or 5 
children. At the present time I know of one or possibly more that 
Mrs. Slater is sending $100 a month to. 

Chairman Youne. Who is Mrs. Slater? 

District Attorney Korner. A representative of the Indian Service 
in this State who handles those matters. We usually refer it to the 
Indian Service, Mrs. Slater, Mr. Bobo, or Mr. Ladd, something like 
that. 

Now, it costs Lyon County in the Childrens Home at Carson City 
$50 a month. We average from 3 to 5. I believe we have 5 there 
now. 

Now, if the care of the children of the Indians is thrown onto Lyon 
County it would probably add anywhere from 5 to 10 or more. 

Chairman Youne. Is there any reimbursement for the sum Lyon 
County pays now ? 

District Attorney KorHueEr. No, no. 

Mr. Asporr. You are speaking of welfare, now ? 

District Attorney KorHuer. Yes. That is our present interest in 
this. We are heartily in accord with the bill, putting the Indians 
on the same basis as the rest of the Nation as to voting responsibili- 
ties as to taxes, but they can not handle their indigent problems. 
Taxes they will pay to Lyon County will not handle one case. 

Let’s analyze the taxes they will pay to Lyon County. They have 
roughly 20 to 21 homes; assessed valuation would probably be $200 
apiece. That would mean the maximum tax rate of $10 per family 
per year. In the Campbell ranch there is slightly over a thousand 
acres of land. 500 acres of that land will be assessed on the basis 
of $2 per acre. 500 of it will be roughly $40 an acre. The tax rate 
in Lyon County is roughly a dollar. We will say $1.50. It never 
reaches that. Between $1.25 and $1.50, entire tax rate. You can 
see how much income would be drawn from the property for Lyon 
County to take care of the problems. We will say 1 family at the 
Campbell ranch who have 4 children who are being supported as 
indigents at the present time. That would be $200 a month or $2,400 
a year against Lyon County’s indigent fund. That would be more— 
that one instance would be more than all the taxes we could possibly 
expect to obtain from all of the Indian property that is not now on 
the rolls. 

Mr. Appgorr. Still confining yourself to welfare and assistance? 

District Attorney Kopntrr. Yes. 
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Mr. App The taxes to which you refer, $1 to $1.50, is that per 
cidiieenciials e's il hundred. 

District Attorney Koruurr. Per hundred-dollar valuation. 

Mr. Anrorr. Per hundred-dollar valuation ? 

District Attorney Korner. Yes. 

Mr. Anrorr. You assess it at 40 percent of the value, 60 percent, o1 
is that full value? 

District Attorney Kornier. We figure on the farmland—We figure 
there is 500 acres of land in Campbell ranch that would be assessed if 
an assessment were made, which by law would have to be $40 per acre; 
the other 500 would be assessed at $2 an acre. 

Mr. Anporr. This $1.50 is a county assessment ? 

District Attorney Korn er. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. Not municipal ? 

District Attorney Kornurr. Tes. 

Congressman Ruopes. That is the property tax rate? 

District Attorney Korner. Yes. Say the Campbell ranch would 
come in. Their maximum rate would be $5 per hundred-dollar valua- 
tion. If their cabins are assessed as other cabins in the city of Yering 
ton, assessed, and by law they must be, they would have a $200 per 
cabin assessment. In other words, overall rate of $5 per hundred dol- 
lars would make $10 per cabin. That $10 would be divided by the 
State of Nevada, the city of Yerington, county of Lyon, and the school 
district 

Congressman Ruopers. To clear the record, the $5 per hundred is the 
combined rate ? 

District Attorney Korntrr. Yes. 

Congressman Rnopes. The $1.50 isthe county rate? 

District Attorney Kornier. County rate. 

Congressman Ruopes. Thank you. 

Mr. Anporr. I would like to ask one question. 

You made a comment on health. Do you presently have health 
facilities which are used by the Indians? 

District Attorney Korner. Only our doctor. 

Mr. Annorr. Your doctor? Is there a— 

District Attorney Korner. Emergency service. 

Mr. Anrorr. Are you familiar with the operation of the Johnson- 
O'Malley Act? 

District Attorney Korner. Not the name. 

Mr. Ansorr. It provides generally for services rendered to the 
Indians. 

District Attorney Kornurr. We do not take advantage of that. 
They go to Schurz. It is 26 miles. It is probably the best small hos- 
pital in our district. 

Mr. Asgorr. For your so-called field work as against your field 
health operation—do they receive a visiting naeee 

District Attorney Koriner. I believe they do. I do not know. 

Mr. Arrorr. There is now proposed by the Congress legislation 
which would transfer all Indian health service and facilities to the 
Public Health Service of the United States so that Indians in common 
with non-Indians would have available those services under Public 
Health. 

You do have Public Health establishments in the State of Nevada, 


do you not? 
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District Attorney Koruurr. So far as the Public Health Service in 
Lyon County at the present time, it is practically nil. Now, they would 
not take care of the situation in any way, shape, or manner. We are 
building a new hospital in Lyon County in which they expect to have 
some 20 beds. There would probably be—it—if that could be reim- 
bursed some way, a few of those beds could be used, but I doubt very 
much if the 20 beds would be sufficient to take care of the needs of Lyon 
County if the needs of the Indians are not taken care of at Schurz. 

Mr. Assorr. Of course, in terminating Federal supervision, with 
respect to the services now supplied the Indians, there would be 
included termination of the medical service being supplied to Indians 
as such. 

District Attorney Korner. That is what I understand. That is 
what we are requesting. That is the part of the bill that Lyon County 
as a municipal government is interested in. 

Mr. Azsorr. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to suggest that Mr. 
Koehler, representing Lyon County, submit for the committee’s in- 
formation— 

Could you spell this out in a statement for the committee, Mr. 
Koehler ? 

District Attorney Korner. Yes. 

Mr. Axzgorr. If that isthe agreement, Mr. Chairman. 

Chairman Youna. It is very agreeable. At the same time could 
you add any recommendations which you feel might make possible 
the accomplishment of the purposes of this bill with the least 
possible burden on the county of Lyon. 

District Attorney Kornier. Would you like that submitted in writ- 
ing at a later date ? 

Chairman Youne. If possible. We will appreciate it very much. 
I don’t know if 2 weeks—do you think it is possible in 2 weeks? 

District Attorney Koruier. Oh, yes. 

Chairman Youne. Would you mail it to me or the House com- 
mittee. 

Congressman Ruopes. I would like to ask one more thing. 

What you have said is rather disturbing as far as the overall pro- 
gram is concerned. We certainly don’t intend to withdraw from the 
Indian tribes and leave paupers on the hands of the average com- 
munity, and if that is going to be the situation, then we have to do 
something about an overall rehabilitation of the colony or tribe so 
they will ‘then be left as self- supporting entities or individuals. 

Now, if you have any ideas how their economic situation can be 
improved, either over the short term or the long term, so that they will 
be in a position to take this load which will be theirs in the event of 
Federal withdrawal, I would certainly appreciate it if you would 
include it in your study. 

District Attorney Korntrr. I don’t have any idea I think is work- 
able. It is probably—except on a very long-term scale—that appears 
to me hopeless. 

Congressman Ruopes. Long term or short term. What we want to 
do actually is fix a program so some day we can see that the light is 
going to dawn and the Federal Government is out of the Indian busi- 
ness and the Indians out from under the Federal Government, whether 
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it is next year or 20 years from now. If you have a plan which 
might be workable in 20 years I would appreciate having it. 

District Attorney Korner. I have no—the question has arisen 
simply because of the paternal aspect of the Federal Government 
toward them. They haven’t had to do anything. For the most part 
they haven’t. 

Mr. Assorr. Could you include—along the lines Congressman 
Rhodes is suggesting—a statement as to whether you feel Federal 
assistance should continue indefinitely, or whether or not from your 
county’s standpoint you feel it could be on a tapering-off basis? 

District Attorney Korner. I believe so. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much, Mr. Koehler. 

Any other witness from either Yerington colony, Reservation, or 
city or county of Yerington or Lyon? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Young. If not we will proceed to the next colony which 
is Lovelock. Is there any witness here who represents Lovelock 
colony ¢ 

(Lady comes forward from the audience.) 

Mr. Jex. Would you state your name. 

Mrs. Ereanor Myers. Eleanor, E-]-e-a-n-o-r, Myers. 

Mr. Axgorr. Is it Mrs. Myers? M-y-e-r-s? 

Mrs. Myers. Yes. 

Mr. Jex. You reside in the colony of —— 

Mrs. Myers. Lovelock colony. 

Mr. Jex. That colony is not organized under the Wheeler-Howard 
Act, is it? 

Mrs. Myers. No. 

Mr. Jex. Did you have a tribal meeting or a colony meeting for 
the purpose of selecting delegates to come here ? 

Mrs. Myers. Yes, we did the other day. 

Mr. Jex. When was the meeting held ? 

Mrs. Myers. Last—when was it? Just about—oh, not long ago, 
just a few days ago. 

Mr. Jex. Was there a resolution passed by those in attendance? 

Mrs. Myers. No, but they have what—I have brought these state- 
ments. I brought them. They are taken from the meetings we have 
had. 

Mr. Jex. Your statements are excerpts from previous meetings 
wherein expressions of opinions of the tribal 

Mrs. Myers. Yes, they are opinions. 

Mr. Jex. Do you have any written authority to appear in behalf 
of the Lovelock colony ? 

Mrs. Myers. No written, but I was elected to come. 

Mr. Jex. You were elected at this meeting some 2 or 3 days ago? 

Mrs. Myers. Uh-huh. 

Mr. Jex. Did your authority extend to complete, uninstructed 
authority, or did they tell you the position the Lovelock colony 
would take and you were supposed to transmit that to us? 

Mrs. Myers. Yes, I was supposed to translate it. 

Mr. Jex. I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, we receive the written 
expressions of the tribal positions and examine those for the record. 

Mr. Assorr. Mrs. Myers, do you wish to make an oral statement? 
(Document handed to Chairman Y oung by Mrs. Myers.) 
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Mrs. Myers. What I have got to say is written down there on the 
paper. : 

Mr. Asporr. Do you want to summarize it briefly, or would you like 
us to look at it and then perhaps ask you some questions ? 

Mrs. Myers. Well, I think I would like to summarize it myself. 

Mr. Angorr. All right. 

Mrs. Myers. Well, we of the Lovelock colony learned about this 
bill 7552 from one of the people from the Nevada Agency, Indian 
agency, from Stewart, and they came over and explained the bill to 
us, and the termination of Federal supervision. When they—and we 
think we understand it, and we understand if the bill should 
pass we would be without the service and the benefits now received 
from the Government; that on the land which we live on, when—if 
we patent our individual properties, the land will have the same status 
as any individually owned land on which a State tax is paid, and 
old-age-assistance individuals will not be required to pay tax. Most 
of our families are in agreement with the plans for termination of 
Federal service if we can be better prepared for this extreme change 
before the actual termination is accomplished. Our request for better 
preparedness is tied up with the needs of definite assistance to meet 
the needs of our colony and person. The reason we make the request 
is we are merely existing on a 20-acre piece of Government-owned 
land out on the south edge of Lovelock, Nev. 

Mr. Assorr. You are referring to what is called Lovelock colony ? 

Mrs. Myers. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. That is 28 acres? 

Mrs. Myers. Twenty acres. 

Mr. Ansorr. Twenty acres. 

Mrs. Myers. Our non-Indian neighbors have houses with rooms 
enough for their families. We live in 1 or 2 rooms and crowd in our 
children. Sometimes there are 9 persons in a family living in 3 small 
rooms, and our neighbors have houses which are constructed to keep 
out the cold and snow and rain, but our houses are not constructed 
to keep out the cold and the rain. Our neighbors have sewers and 
water mains all over town, but we have none of these. We still use 
the old-fashioned washtub in the kitchen for bathing. We still have 
outside toilets. Our neighbors have fire protection for their property, 
police protection, well-lighted streets. We have none of these. We 
are unable to meet the expense even of a part of these things which our 
neighbors have because of seasonal and irregular labor. Our people 
live on this tax-free land because we cannot earn in 8 months the 
same as our neighbors earn in 12 months. Our average income is 
about $2,700. 

Mr. Ansorr. What is that figure, please ? 

Mrs. Myers. $2,700. 

Congressman Ruopes. Per family ? 

Mrs. Myers. Yes; but some of—lI think it is mostly the women that 
are earning all this. They have regular jobs. Some of the men don’t 
even work part of the time. 

Congressman Ruopes. Why don’t they ? 

Mrs. Myers. Because the jobs are so seasonal. 

Congressman Ruopes. What jobs do they do when they are 
working ? 

Mrs. Myers. Ranch, mining, and in the mills, any mills. 
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Congressman Ruopes. What sort of work do the women do? 

Mrs. Myers. Go out, do housework, working in laundries, and I 
guess that is about all. Housework. 

Congressman Ruopes. Is this colony right in Lovelock ¢ 

Mrs. Myers. Right outside of Lovelock, not far. 

Congressman Ruopes. Close to the sewer system of Lovelock ? 

Mrs. Myers. I don’t know. I think it is. 

Congressman Ruopres. You may go ahead. 

Mrs. Myers. Our children attend the public schools. We have been 
acc epted and are adjusted into the county form of government. The 
town of Lovelock has not wanted us to be an addition. We think this 
is because of the looks of the poor houses and dusty roads; they are 
not acceptable in the present form. 

If the United States Indian Service will help us out to meet the 
minimum standard of decency, we will feel free to request of Lovelock 
to annex our town. We earnestly request the Federal Government pro- 
vide these minimum essentials of decent living for us before total 
withdrawal. 

We name here essentials which we cannot pay for: 

A complete sewer system for the colony. 

A water main through this area. 

Houses to live in to meet the sizes of our families and of such con- 
struction that we can safely have bathtubs and toilets inside the house. 

A survey of the colony to lay out homesites in the small areas where 
there are no homes now and several families have already requested 
to live. 

A full street-lighting system, which we don’t have. 

Good paved or oiled roads in the colony with connecting streets and 
alleys, as well as curbs and gutters, to benefit the residents. 

Fire protection for our homes and police protection for our people. 

With this type of assistance we feel that Lovelock authorities would 
accept us and our land as an asset. 

The Pershing County commissioners have said the county is finan- 
c a unable to assume any care of Indians because the maximum of 

5 tax rate has nearly been reached. They cannot meet hospitalization 
te Indians or assume any other responsibilities. We think with the 
added land on the tax roll they may change their statments to us, 

The commissioners say, too, the county is not prepared to accept 
the Indians on an equal basis with non-Indians. We realize there is 
a definite social adjustment to be made. We think this social adjust- 
ment can be hastened or made easier if the above-named plans are 
granted before termination is made. 

Mr. Assorr. At that point, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask this 
question. Are you suggesting by reason of your being Indians you 
would not be accepted by the non-Indians ? 

Mrs. Myers. Well, this is—I don’t—well, I think so. 

Mr. Apsporr. Have you had instances where you feel that you have 
not been accepted by the people in the community ? 

Mrs. Myers. No; I don’t have any reason, but—well, I think that 
is how the feeling is. 

Mr. Assort. Is is by reason of your being Indians or what the 
county may assume is the tax burden that comes with the assumption 
of the responsibilities for your welfare ? 
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Mrs. Myers. Well, I didn’t talk to any of the commissioners, but 
this is how it was said. This is what was put. 

Mr. Anzorr. Well, perhaps the commissioners—— 

Mrs. Myers. I think one of the commissioners made that statement. 

Mr. Assorr. Speaking as an individual or representing Pershing 
County ? 

Mrs. Myers. I think as an individual. 

Mr. Asporr. Do you personally consider it a great problem, this 
social adjustment, in the State of Nevada, particularly in Pershing 
County ? 

Mrs. Myers. I don’t know. Well, not—I don’t know. That is the 
way I feel. Not all of us feel like that. 

Congressman Ruopes. Your children enjoy their schooling? 

Mrs. Myers. My children don’t go to school. 

Congressman Ruopes. I mean the children in the colony get along 
all right in the schools? 

Mrs. Myers. All right now, but when they first started out there 
was some feeling. 

Congressman Ruopes. But there is no feeling any more? 

Mrs. Myers. I don’t think so any more. They seem to get along 
pretty good. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea what the facilities that 
are requested would cost ? 

Mrs. Myers. No; but I—I don’t know, but I know it is going to run 
up too high. 

Chairman Young. Do you feel there would be any incentive on 
the part of the families to improve their homes if they owned the 
property ‘ 

Mrs. Myers. With the income, what they do get, there is not enough 
left over to make improvements. 

Chairman YounG. Do you think there would be added incentive to 
go out and make added income and paint and put in sidewalks? 

Mrs. Myers. Well, all these that we ask for is what the Govern- 
ment should—they should at least fix up the place before they let 
us go. 

Chairman Young. I think there should be certain improvements. 
Having lived in Lovelock most of my life, I know the roads in the city 
itself are not in the best possible condition. 

Mrs. Myers. They are a little better than ours. 

Chairman Young. They are certainly better than you have in the 
colony. I realize that. Iam thinking of what incentive there would 
be for people to improve their homes if they owned their homes. 
They are now in the position of renters. Are there families who 
would like to build on other portions of that 20 acres? 

Mrs. Myers. There is a lot of places, but they don’t have any money 
to build. 

Mr. Apporr. You appreciate, Mrs. Myers, that as it was indicated 
by the concurrent resolution, it is the sense of Congress that the 
Indians “should be entitled to the same privileges and responsi- 
bilities as are the non-Indians,” and some of the basic responsi- 
bilities of non-Indian property owners—and your people would 
become property owners—is that they occasionally find themselves 
included within what we call taxing districts—sewer districts or 
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sanitary districts. There may be paving districts, sidewalk districts, 
whatever you have, and on the basis of the improvements or increased 
value of your property—if curb and guttering is placed, for example, 
and a storm sewer main or sanitary sewer main—there is a direct 
assessment against the property that benefits from that in relation- 
ship to the benefits received. 

Now, if a district were formed and if the increased value of your 
property resulting from those improvements could be established, 
would your Indian people have any objection to entering into the 
same kind of obligation or finding themselves in the same kind of 
obligations that non-Indians do? 

Mrs. Myers. Well—— 

Mr. Axsrorr. In other words, it is certainly a challenge, of course. 

Mrs. Myers. (Nodding head.) 

Mr. Asrorr. But if your property is worth so much a -say $500 
now—and by adding this improvement it goes up to $750, which it 
well might if you had your sidewalks and curbs and sewer, then could 
it not follow that over a period of years, as is done when you form such 
a district, ths at you could pay for those improvements ? 

Mrs. Myers. Well, I think so. 

Mr. Approrr. Is your group suggesting a sort of Federal city be 
created : then once it is created, turned over to the city of Lovelock? 

Mrs. Myers. No, they just want to be—well, they want the colony 
fixed up. 

Mr. Anrorr. Surely. 

Mrs. Myers. So that they could—— 

Mr. Anporr. You understand in our systemn by cooperative contri- 
butions directly relating to me benefit you receive, you manage over 
a period of years 10-, 20-, 30-, or 40-year periods, under a bond issue— 
to borrow money secured oe (oe against the individual property 
directly proportionate to the benefits received. Surely if your people 
understand that, and you know that the load at given periods is not 
going to be too burdensome, then you cert: uinly wouldn’t object. to 
finding yourselves in a sanitary district or paving district or lighting 
district? You mentioned street lighting there. Would you, with 
perhaps a little Federal assistance at the outset ? 

Mrs. Myers. Maybe. 

Congressman Rroprs. Do you know also that in the event you do 
own the land you can borrow money, probably from a bank or other 
financial institution, and improve your own home and pay for it by 
the month or over a period of years. 

Mrs. Myers. (Nodding head.) 

Congressman Rnoprs. The reason you can’t do it now is because 
you don’t own the property on which the home is situated. Actually, 
the Federal Government, I guess, originally bought this land, and the 
thought is to turn it over to you people as soon as we feel that you are 
able to take care of it, and the questions Mr. Abbott has been asking 
you are to bring out from you whether or not you feel that you people 
could take it over and with assistance actually make your community 
what you desire it to be. 

Mrs. Myer. Uh-huh. 

Congressman Ruoprs. Instead of us making it what you desire to be. 

Mrs. Myers. (Nodding head.) 
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Chairman Young. Any other questions ? 
Mr. Jex. No. , 

(There was no response.) 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much, Mrs. Myers. 

Mrs. Myers. Thank you. 

Chairman Youna. You finished all of your statements, Mrs. Myers? 
The full Lovelock statement is as follows: 


LOvELOCK, NEv., April 14, 1954. 
To Whom It May Concern: 

We, the people of the Lovelock Colony, have learned about H. R. 7552 for the 
termination of Federal supervision over the property of certain colonies of In- 
dians in the State of Nevada, and we think we understand the full meaning of its 
contents. We understand that if this bill should pass in the end, we Indians 
would be without the services and benefits from the United States Government; 
that the land on which we now live will become fee patent and individual prop- 
erty. The land will have the same status as any individually owned land on 
which a State tax is paid; and that the old-age assistance individuals will not be 
required to pay this tax. 

Most of our families are in agreement with the plan for termination of United 
States Indian Service supervision if we can be better prepared for this extreme 
change before the actual withdrawal is accomplished. 

Our request for better preparedness is tied up with the need of definite assist- 
ance necessary to help us meet the existing conditions of our county of Pershing. 
The reasons we make these requests are that now we are merely existing on a 
20-acre piece of Government-owned, tax-free land on the south edge of the town 
of Lovelock. Our neighbors have houses with rooms enough for their families; 
we live in 1 or 2 rooms and crowd in our children. Sometimes, there are 9 persons 
in a family living in 3 small rooms. Our neighbors have houses which are con- 
structed to keep out the extreme cold, snow, and rain; our houses are not as good 
as theirs and often the wind blows the snow inside the windows and doors, and 
ice forms in the water buckets. We have to sleep with three or four in each bed 
to keep warm. 

Our neighbors have sewers and water mains all over town while we have none. 
We still use the old-fashioned washtub in the kitchen for our bathing, and out- 
side toilets are used by all, except two families. 

Our neighbors have fire protection for their property and police protection, as 
well as lighted streets. We have none of these things. 

We are unable to meet the expense, or even a part of the expense of these 
things which our neighbors have, because of seasonal and irregular labor. The 
average income for our families is not more than $2,700 annually. Our people 
live on this tax-free land because we cannot earn in 8 months the same as our 
neighbors earn in 12 months. Our children attend the public school. We have 
accepted and are adjusted to the county form of government as the town of 
Lovelock has not invited us to be an addition. We think this is because the looks 
of our poor houses and the dusty roads are not acceptable to them in the present 
form. 

If the United States Indian Service will help us to meet the minimum stand- 
ards of decency, we will feel free to request Lovelock to annex our land to the 
town. We earnestly request that the Federal Government provide these mini- 
mum essentials of decent living for us before a total withdrawal. 

We name the essentials which we need and cannot pay the cost of: 

1. A complete sewer system for the colony. 

2. Water main through this area. 

8. Fit houses to live in to meet the size of our families and of such construc- 
tion that we can safely have bathtubs and toilets inside. 

4. A survey of our colony to lay out homesites in the small area where there 
are no homes now, and where several families have already requested to live. 

5. A full street-lighting system. We have no lights now. 

6. Good oiled or paved roads in the colony, with connecting streets and alleys 
in their proper place. Also curbs and gutters to benefit the residents. 

7. Fire protection for our homes, 

8. Police protection for our people. 

With this definite type of assistance, we feel that the Lovelock authorities 
would probably accept our land as an asset. 
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The county commissioners have said the county is financially unable to assume 
any care of the Indians because the maximum of the $5 tax rate is nearly 
reached. They cannot meet any hospitalization for needy Indians or assume any 
other like responsibility. They say the same about the welfare need and the 
fund for school attendance. We think that with the added land on their tax 
rolls, they will change their statements to us. 

The commissioners say too that “the county is not prepared to accept the In- 
dians on an equal basis with the non-Indians.” We realize there is a definite so- 
cial adjustment to be made and we think that this adjustment can be hastened 
and even made easier if the above-named essentials are granted before the with- 
drawal of Indian Service is completed. 

If and when these requests are granted to us, we shall accept the provisions of 
H. R. No. 7552 and be glad for its passage. 

Respectfully submitted. 

WILLIE ROOKE, 
Chairman, Lovelock Tribal Council. 
ELEANOR MYERS, 
Secretary. 

Mrs. Myers. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. Any other witnesses from the Lovelock colony ? 
Any witnesses from the city of Lovelock would like to testify? Mr. 
DeKinder, would you like to testify now ? 

Mr. Jex. Mr. DeKinder, would you address yourself to the reporter 
and give her your name and official position. 

John DreKrnper. Mayor of Lovelock: John DeKinder, Lovelock, 
Nev. 

Mr. Jex. And do you represent any group or organization in Love- 
lock ? 

Mayor DrKrnper. Well, I am mayor at the present time. 

Mr. Jex. That is what we wanted for the record. Proceed with any- 
thing you would like to state. 

Mayor DeKrnper. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the Indian situation, 
terminating them from all Government income, that is—I am referring 
to Lovelock—now, you take the average of those Indian families. 
They just earn just about enough to exist, and as far as them paying 
taxes and building sidewalks and new homes and that, that is the part 
T think that is out. 

Now, then, in the event of an epidemic or slickness, unemployment, 
anything along those lines, now, those Indians, they must have help 
from some source or another. It is either from the colony or the Gov- 
ernment, and for that reason, I believe, personally, from what I have 
seen around there— I think that—I don’t believe they should at this 
time be turned loose althogether on their own resources. 

Congressman Ruopes. When do you think they should be turned 
loose ? 

Mayor DreKrnner. Yes. 

Congressman Ruoprs. When? 

Mayor DrKrnper. Oh, gee, I haven’t any idea. 

Congressman Ruopes. Well, Mr. DeKinder, they want to be turned 
loose sometime and we certainly want to turn them loose when the 
time comes. You said they aren’t ready. When do they become ready ? 
How do we make them ready ? 

Mayor DeKtnper. That is naturally up to them, whenever they get 
ready. I feel they are put up there—— 

Congressman Ropes. You don’t feel the city of Lovelock has any 
responsibility to get them ready ? 

Mayor DeKrnver. Not at this time. 
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Congressman Ruopres. When do you think the city of Lovelock 
might have a responsibility to get them ready ? 

Mayor DeKinper. That is too deep for me. I don’t know. 

Chairman Youne. Do you think we are making any progress along 
that line? You have lived in Lovelock quite a while. 

Mayor DreKinper. Well, not lately ; no. 

Chairman Youne. Do you think something should be done to accel- 
erate the speed ? 

Mayor DeKinper. Yes, I do. 

Chairman Young. You realize, of course, naturally, we spend about 
$80 million a year for Indian affairs. I think our Government has 
been remiss in its duties to the Indians, unless we do something to 
abolish the Indian Bureau established well over a hundred years 
ago. We haven’t done much along that line. We realize there are a 
lot of problems. We don’t want to rush headlong into anything. We 
are looking for suggestions. I think there must be some way to assist 
in solving the present problem. 

Mayor Drkrinper. Outside of Federal aid I can’t think of any- 
thing. 

Mr. Assorr. Mr. DeKinper, if I may, Mr. Chairman: when you 
state you feel you can’t pick out any foreseeable date in the future 
when termination can be effected, are you assuming that today there 
is Federal assistance and tomorrow it would be cut off under the 
operation of this bill ? 

Mayor DeKrnper. Do you mean 

Mr. Anzorr. When you make that statement. 

Mayor DeKinper. If it should be cut off—— 

Mr. Ansorr. Are you assuming it would be shut off completely ? 

Mayor DeKinpver. Well, I hope not. 

Mr. Assorr. Would a program which called for a tapering off of 
Federal assistance over a few years’ period, in your mind, help meet 
the objections you have now to termination ? 

Mayor DreKinper. Well, all I know about Indian affairs is what 
little I know out there in Lovelock. I think the Federal aid should 
continue for a while yet. 

Mr. Aszorr. You consider the Indians good citizens? 

Mayor DeKinver. Good citizens. 

Mr. Assorr. Loyal citizens? 

Mayor DrKinper. Yes. 

Mr. Asszorr. Congress in stating its policy has declared they are 
entitled to the same privileges as non-Indians and should have the 
same responsibilities as non-Indians so the line can be erased between 
the Indian and non-Indian. Now, a part of that obligation under 
the Federal system of assistance, social security, public health, and 
so forth, is shared by the Federal Government, by the governmental 
subdivisions, the State, county, and in turn, the municipalities, the 
school districts. They also have an obligation common to all citizens. 
And in the instant case what you are perhaps saying is that it should 
not be terminated abruptly. 

Mayor DeKrinper. No, [ don’t think it should be. 

Mr. Assorr. But perhaps on a sliding scale or declining scale 
basis it could be accomplished ? 

Mayor DreKrinper. That would be all right that way, according to 
the way things are around Lovelock. 
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Chairman Youne. Mr. DeKinder, do you think the Federal Gov- 
ernment should go in and build houses, construct roads, put in a 
lighting system, put in curbs and gutters and sidewalks in the Indian 
village south of Lovelock and then turn it over to inhabitants ? 

Mayor DrKinper. Well, no; I don’t. I think the Indians—those 
that are in favor of anything like that, want it done—I think they 
ought to do that on their own resources. 

Chairman Youne. Don’t you think it would help considerably if 
they were given the land so they could say, “This is my plot of 
ound” ? 

Mayor DrKrnper. (Nodding head.) 
Chairman Youne. Right now they have no such incentive. They 
are merely living there as tenants of the Government. 

Mayor DreKinper. (Nodding head.) 

Chairman Youne. They take no pride in their habitation. It seems 
to me there is very little impetus to improve. We have come a long 
ways in 40 years in Lovelock, but we have to do something more to 
assist with this community. 

Mayor DeKinper. Yes; I believe in that. 

Chairman Youna. Are there any other questions? Do you have 
anything else you want to say? 

Mayor DeKrnper. No, that is all. 

Chairman Younes. We certainly appreciate your traveling down 
here to give us your views. 

Anyone else from the county would like to testify? Mr. Campbell? 

Crom. Campsett, County Commissioner, Pershing County, Nev. 
Mr. Chairman, you will have to pardon me a little bit. I had some 
surgery done on my mouth. I can’t talk very well. 

Chairman Youne. Would you like to submit a statement ? 

Mr. Camppety. I want to talk now. I want to make it plain. 

Cecil Campbell, County Commissioner, Pershing County. 

Mr. Jex. Proceed. 

Mr. Camppetu. I have got a telegram from the Indian agency, Mr 
Ladd, asking me to be here, and at that time I was in the hospital. 
I didn’t think I could make it. I took off and come down here because 
I am on the Nevada State Welfare Board, and Mr. Ladd has come 
to the board a number of times with this welfare of the Indians, and 
we have discussed that quite a bit, and that is what bothers the com- 
missioners in Pershing County, along with, I think, the commissioners 
quite a bit over the State. 

That came up on one of the executive boards of the County Com- 
missioners Association of Nevada. It came up there. That is what 
will happen to the Indians if the hospitalization is took off too quick. 
It is going to take an adjusting period. The Government is going 
to have to abide by these counties to help us out. If it were shut 
right off, like they say, if something is not done pretty quick, legis- 
lation will be passed and chop it off, and that would bankrupt most 
of the counties in the State of Nevada. 

Chairman Youne. I don’t think you have to worry about that. 
There is strong legislative desire to proceed more rapidly than in the 
past. 

Mr. Camrsety. That is right. I believe it should be done. Right 
in our own board one—he doesn’t make much of a statement—the 
other commissioner says they are not ready. I believe we are going 
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to have to accept this, and the colony seems to be, the ones that I have 
talked to. According to Mrs. Myers here they agreed to it, but 
there is a doubtfulness. Some of the older people there that you 
talk to, they are scared of it. The younger ones are for it. I have 
talked to quite a few of them Indians, and the main thing is that 
they figure they need some help in that Lovelock colony to straighten 
it out. How that could be brought about I am not sure, but I believe 
if them folks was given title to their land and some kind of loan—or 
if the Government would go in and put in the sanitation and fix up 
part of it to give them an incentive to vO ahead and fix up their land 
and build homes—I think they would. Lovelock colony is just as 
good a colony, I believe—or maybe aggressive colony as there is in 
the St: ite, according to what I hear. a here is A lot ot ' good workers 
and fine people. When the children first went to the grammar school 
there was quite a bit of friction. There is no friction no more. We 
read in the papers the other day one of the boys, an Indian boy there, 
went down to the FHA convention and made him a good showing 
down in the southern part of the State. And they have went to- 
gether in the schools and I believe they can go ahead with the rest 
of this if they can get some help to fix up the sewerage and stuff like 
that. 

But you not only have fine nurses that have come out of the col- 
onies—the Indian girls went ahead and went to school, surgical 
nurses, and they are rated as the best. 

Mr. Ansorr, On that point: Mr. Campbell, do you have any com- 
ment on the quotation [reading | : 

The county is not prepared to accept the Indians on an equal basis with the 
non-Indians? 

Mr. Campsetyi. That is not—personally, I don’t know where they 
get that. Maybe that is from one commissioner. That is not in the 
minutes. 

Mr. Ansorr. You don’t feel that that is the county view, and you feel 
you can reflect what the county view is when you say acceptance would 
be universal ? 

Mr. Campsetn. That is right. I believe the county has to accept 
them. The only thing we were scared of is we haven’t the money. Our 
welfare department is right against the limit. And if we ditched the 
burden immediately it would really ruin us. 

Congressman Rxopes. Mr. Campbell, the figures I have here indicate 
that in 1953 from the Lovelock colony there were 20 Indian patients 
hospitalized a total of 108 one Now, if you figure $10 a patient a 
day, or even if you figure $5, you come up with the figure under $2,000 
for the Indians. Now, is th at going to bankrupt Pershing County ? 

Mr. Campsett. No; it is not going to bankrupt Pershing County. 
That is a pretty g good figure, I believe, though. In times, you know—I 
will tell you—it isn’t maybe the prevailing sickness that hurts; it is 
the oldsters, the hospitalization of the elderly people is what hurts. 
That is what costs lots of money. 

Congressman Ruopes. How many of the members of this colony are 
on welfare of one nature or another ? 

Mr. Camppetu. I have got—— 

Congressman Ropes. Rather considerable ? 

Mr. Campsetyt. I wouldn’t even venture to say because there are 
that seems to be—I talked to some of them old Indians. They are wor- 















































1244 FEDERAL SUPERVISION OVER CERTAIN. TRIBES OF INDIANS 


ried about what is going to happen to them if they are turned loose. 
One asked me, “Can I go to the county hospital?” Where would you 
go if you had no place else to go?’ The law reads the commissioners 
have to take care of you regardless of whether you are an Indian or 
anybody else. That isthe State law. It may be Federal, but it is in the 
county law. When there is no place else where they can turn the 
county has to take care of them, whether they are camellias whether 
they are resident Indians or non-Indians. I told that man that was the 
way. Heseemed to feel better about it. 

Congressman Ruoprs. Older Indians are eligible for old-age 
assistance. 

Mr. Camrsety. Yes, lots draw it. 

Mr. Arssorr. Mr. Campbell, are you aware there is a provision in 
this bill as in all of the prototype legislation—paragraph 14 of H. R. 
7552 which reads as follows [reading] : 

Prior to the transfer of title to, or the removal of restrictions from, property 
in accordance with the provisions of this act, the Secretary shall protect the 
rights of individual Indians who are minors, non compos mentis, or in the opinion 
of the Secretary in need of assistance in conducting their affairs, by causing the 
appointment of guardians for such members in courts of competent jurisdiction, 
or by such other means as he may deem adequate. 

That provision, in the extensive hearings the joint Senate-House 
subcommittee has held, in conjunction with the Department of Indians, 
through the Bureau of Indian Affairs, has been specifically applied to 
persons to whom you have reference. The Congress has gone on record 
repeatedly as saying they are not going to abandon outright their 
responsibilities to senior Indian citizens, indigents or those otherwise 
unable to take care of themselves. 

Mr. Campsetu. If they follow that through I see no reason they can’t 
goahead. That is my opinion. There isa difference of opinion in the 
commissioners there, I told you. That might have been where Mrs. 
Myers got hers, that Pershing County was not—the only thing, if some- 
thing was dumped immediately, it would hurt us. Well, when it is 
the rest of them—I believe that colony is a good working colony. 

Mr. Axspzorr. Could you state—along the line of the question Con- 
gressman Rhodes asked you—how many of these people would fall 
within the categories set out within section 14? 

Mr. Campsetyi. No. 

Mr. Assorr. Would it be a very few of them? 

Mr. Campsety. I don’t know whether we have a record of that or 
not. I have no record. I couldn’t make a statement. 

Mr. Asporr. At subsequent hearings, probably in Washington, the 
Bureau could sumbit the breakdown on welfare for Pershing County 
and the individual cases as it has been experienced. 

Congressman Ruopes. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, before 
this witness leaves, this figure I gave you as to hospitalization I got 
from an official source. If it isn’t correct and you have a better figure 
you can certainly submit it to the committee and have it included in 
the record. 

Mr. Campsett. No, I wouldn’t say what. I said it might be an 
easier—— 

Congressman Ruopes. That is possible. 

Mr. Campsett. If that was taken over a 5- -year period you would 
have a little bigger 
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Congressman Ruopgs. All I want to say, if you think that is not 
a fair figure you are at liberty to submit other figures you have. 

Mr. Campsety. That is probably from the Schurz Hospital where 
most of them go. 

Congressman Ruopes. It came from the Indian Service. 

Mr. Camppett. Yes. Well, they have the records of how many they 
worked on. Myself personally, why, I believe they have to go through. 
I am for it, and I know the younger part of that tribe—I don’t say 
tribe—that colony is for it, but they do want some help. 

Congressman Ruopers. You do think it could be done; if we go at 
it right? 

Mr. Campsety. I believe it can be done if there is a tapering off over 
a period of years and help and not chop it off and let the counties adjust 
themselves with the tax problem. 

Chairman Youna. What do you think with regard to building 
roads, houses, sewer system, water mains, and so forth? If some rec- 
ommendations were complied with, it would almost be the construction 
of a Federal city there. It would be much better shape than the city 
of Lovelock. How far do you think the American taxpayer should 
go in doing that to discharge our responsibilities to our Indian 
citizens ? 

Mr. Campsetv. Well, that is a pretty good spot to put a man on. I 
know the Indians want it. They would like to get it. But I don’t be- 
lieve—if they did it to one they would have to do it toall. That would 
run into an awful amount of money. It couldn’t be done. I believe in 
Lovelock’s case the sewerage disposal—I don’t believe it should be 
too heavy. There is a line to connect pretty close to that Indian colony, 
and then it would be—and running the mains and laterals in there 
shouldn’t—and it is on the natural drift. It shouldn’t run too much 
money. 

Mr. Assort. On that point, Mr. Campbell: If a lighting district 
were formed would an abutting property owner—with the addition 
of that lighting system—substantially meet assessments against his 
property for it? 

Mr. Campseiy. Well, they have lights and water in the colony now. 
I don’t think they have fire protection, but they have electric lights. 

Mr. Azseorr. How about the curbing, guttering, perhaps sidewalks: 
would abutting property owners meet in ‘the normal assessment period 
the charges on that ? 

Mr. Campsetut. According to the money the Indian colony makes 
on there, if that is their average figure—it is a good deal higher than 
it seems like down to the Yerington colony—that would be—and the 
value of the ground—I don’t say that they cannot, but over a period 
of years, I think, where they have got one idea they think possible 
will come—not in 20 years time—just a little bit of tax ever year 

Mr. Assorr. Of course, in many municipal districts it is in a very 
few years they pay for the street improvements, and a lot of non- 
Indian property owners are pretty distressed when they get their 
annual assessments. 

Mr. Campsetit. They couldn’t possibly do that. That would be 
right out of the mud. 

Mr. Asporrt. Isn’t it probable most non-Indian citizens couldn’t 
do that within the present tax system ? 

Mr. Campsett. That is right, too. 
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Chairman Youne. Do you have anything else to add? 

Mr. Camrsety. No, that is all I have to say. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much. We appreciate your 
coming. 

Any other witnesses who want to testify with regard to the position 
of the city of Lovelock or Pershing County ? 

(Lady comes forward from the audience. ) 

Mr. Jex. Will you state your name, please. 

Mrs. Marcarer Donanur. Mrs. Margaret Donahue. 

Chairman Young. A little louder, please. 

Mrs. Donanur. Mrs. Margaret Donahue. 

Mr. Jex. You live in Lovelock ? 

Mrs. Donanvr. Lovelock Indian colony. 

Mr. Jex. Are youa delegate of the colony ¢ 

Mrs. Donantve. No, I am not. 

Mr. Jrex. You speak for yourself, or for yourself plus any other 
individuals ? 

Mrs. Donauvr. Well, I just didn’t agree with what our mayor said. 
That is why I decided I would come up. 

Mr. Jex. You speak as an individual, though ? 

Mrs. Donanvr. That is right. 

Mr. Jex. We want to get into the record the scope of your testimony. 
That is the only purpose of the inquiry. 

Mrs. Donanve. (Nodding head.) 

Mr. Ansorr. Did you wish to just make a statement ? 

Mrs. Donanve. Yes, I did. 

I understood from his statement that he felt the Indians in Love- 
lock Indian colony were free to be—I mean, they could be released at 
any time, and that if they were given the land that they could carry 
on from there. 

Chairman Youne. You understood him to say that? 

Mrs. Donanur. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. You got a different interpretation of the testi- 
mony than I did, then. 

Mrs. Donanur. Well, if the—I know if the Indians in Lovelock 
were given the land they could probably carry on from there, but 
they will have to have some help with sewerage system and lighting. 
They already have the water, but the water main isn’t large enough 
to carry the supply to the village. We do need street lights. If they 
brought the sewerage in the people would be willing to carry it from 
the main line to their own homes. 

Mr. Ansorr. They would be able to do that ? 

Mrs. Donanvr. Oh, I think they could. I mean, they don’t ask 
that they put in bathrooms and toilets in their homes. All they want 
is the main sewage line to connect on from there to put in their own 
homes. 

I know they will have to have some street lights. It is awful dark 
out there, and it is quite a ways from the city. And I think if they 
were given the land that they could probably borrow on their land 
from the banks, or wherever they wanted to, and improve their homes. 
I don’t think they would need—I don’t think they would need the 
Government to come in and build their homes. t 

Chairman Youne. You feel that if the Government puts in a sewer 
system and street and 
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Mrs. Donanvur. Well, they need paving, too. 

Chairman Youne. Well, that is what I say, streets—The Indian 
residents would then be able to take over from there ¢ 

Mrs. Donanur. Oh, I think a lot of them can. I mean, because 
quite a few of our people are out there and they are educated and do 
make a good living for themselves. Of course, there are a few who are 
mostly ranchers, and very few of our women go out and work in homes. 

Mr. Assorr. Mrs. Donahue, Mr. Campbell, the previous witness, I 
think, expressed a little surprise at the figure $2,700 given for the 
Lovelock colony. This is somewhat different from the figure given in 
the Yerington colony. Do you feel that $2,700 is close to the actual 
family income? 

Mrs. Donanue. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Apsorr. How does that compare with the non-Indian income? 

Mrs. Donanvr. Well, it compares about on the average, I imagine, 
with anyone else. 

Mr. Asporr. Favorably ? 

Mrs. DonanueE. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. How do you account. for the fact the non-Indians in 
Lovelock within the taxing district have met assessments which they 
have and have participated in paying for improvements? Would not 
the same thing seem to apply to your people ? 

Mrs. Donanvur. Why, certainly. 

Mr. Asrorr. But you stated in order to carry it you would first have 
to have it handed to you. 

Mrs. Donanver. No, we don’t want it handed to us, even if we have 
to borrow on it and get it. 

Mr. Annorr. Iam sorry. I misunderstood you. 

Mrs. Donanvr. We do need some help. We don’t have money. 

Congressman Ruopes. You need initial financing and terms and 
time to pay it out? 

Mrs. Donanvr. That is right, certainly. I think most of the people 
would be willing to do that. We do need lots of improvements on our 
homes. 

Chairman Youne. Any other questions from the witness? 

Mr. Jex. I would like to observe this same problem has been pre- 
sented to the Senate subcommittee previously by other tribes, and it 
was explained that possibly the prohibition against these things hav- 
ing been done before was the Federal Government was not in a posi- 
tion to provide that type of service to Indians, and the Indians them- 
selves were prohibited from providing the services because they could 
not contract on equal capacity with non-Indians at the commercial 
institutions in the neighboring towns. But now, if this property is 
transferred, either to an organization or into the individual Indian, 
and the Indian i - put on the same status for contractual liabilities as is 
the non-Indian he has security which he can pledge. It seems that the 
big obstacle which has been in your way and which has hampered you 
actually rather than helped you will be removed and overcome. 

Mr. Donanvr. Well, L hope it will. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mrs. Donahue, you would be in favor of the 
passing of this bill? 

Mrs. Donanur. Well, I think half are for it and half aren’t. Of 
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Mr. Jex. Isn’t it true the difference comes pretty closely on the age 
group ? 

Mrs. Donanvur. Oh, I don’t—I think so. 

Mr. Jex. Your old people 

Mrs. Donanur. Your old people stay at home and the younger ones 
attend each meeting. There are a few older people that do attend, but 
very few. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you feel that those who are for it fully understand 
how the bill would operate ? 

Mrs. Donanue. I am sure they do. 

Mr. Azgorr. Do you think those against it fully understand it ? 

Mrs. Donanvr. I think there are a few people who like things 
handed to them. Others understand things can’t be done that way. 

Chairman Youne. This is not restricted to that area. 

Mr. Ansorr. Or to the Indians. 

Mrs. Donanur. I know we would all like to have something handed 
to us, but we can’t get it. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you, Mrs. Donahue. 

The next is the Reno-Sparks colony. The committee will continue 
testimony until 1 o’clock at which time we will adjourn for lunch and 
reconvene at 2 o’clock. 

Is there anybody authorized to speak for the Reno-Sparks colony ? 

(Gentleman comes forward from the audience. ) 

Mr. Jex. May we have your name, please. 

Harry Sampson (secretary, Reno-Sparks colony). Harry Samp- 
son, S-a-m-p-s-o-n. 

Mr. Jex. Where do you reside, Mr. Sampson ? 

Mr. Sampson. Reno-Sparks Indian colony. 

Mr. Jex. What is your official capacity with the Reno-Sparks 
colony ? 

Mr. Sampson. I am their secretary. 

Mr. Jex. Secretary of the Reno-Sparks colony ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jex. Did you organize Reno-Sparks under the Wheeler- 
Howard Act? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jex. And in conformity with your constitution and by-laws 
have you held tribal appointments for delegates to this hearing? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jex. Did you pass a written resolution ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jex. Isthat available for the committee now ? 

Mr. Sampson. I have it in the minutes of the last tribal council 
meeting which I have marked out. Here is this first one I have got 
marked with ink. 

Mr. Jex. During your tribal meeting were you instructed as to 
the scope of your testimony before the committee ¢ 

Mr. Sampson. Well, at that meeting we didn’t know that this meet- 
ing was to be held here, but owing to the fact we instructed our super- 
intendent to present our case to the hearings in Washington, we have 
consented to the tribal council. 

Mr. Jex. Then your authority is to present the testimony which 
you had previously asked the superintendent to give the committee 
thinking the hearing would be in Washington instead of here? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Jex. I think, Mr. Chairman, that covers the background 
on it. 

Do you have a written statement you wish to make, or would you 
like to make an oral statement ? 

Mr. Sampson. I would like to make an oral statement in regard 
to the resolutions we presented to the Insular—the Interior De- 
partment. 

Chairman Youne. Would like like to have this inserted as part 
of the record, then ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

(Document handed to chairman by Mr. Sampson. The excerpts 


follow. ) 


RENO-SPARKS TRIBAL COUNCIL, 
Friday, March 5, 1954. 

The Reno-Sparks Tribal Council met this evening, Friday, March 5, 1954, 
with Connie Hunter, chairman; Willie Aster, vice chairman; Charlie Bell, treas- 
urer; Harry Sampson, secretary ; Maude Sampson, councilman; and Pearl Aster, 
councilman. 

Chairman Hunter opened the meeting, but there was no minutes read owing 
that the minutes of February and special meetings were sent to Carson Indian 
Agency. 

x * * * * * * 

It was decided to petition the committee on Interior and Insular Affairs 
Washington, D. C. Councilman Maude Sampson read a petition she had which 
read as follows: 


“PETITION TO THE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS 


“Whereas the Federal Government installed water system on the Reno-Sparks 
Indian colony for the benefit and security of homeless Nevada Paiute and Washoe 
Indians and that such constructions are reimbursable ; and 

“Whereas, after we have used and maintained these constructions a number 
of years, now the superintendent of this agency informs us that the construction 
of these utilities is a debt that the members of this colony must pay; and 

“Whereas the natural irrigation system was destroyed by the Indian Service 
to satisfy people buying homesites adjacent to the colony ; and 

“Whereas the irrigation system constructed was never successfully completed 
to serve the entire colony ; and 

“Whereas H. R. 7552, a bill to provide for the termination of Federal super- 
vision over the property of certain tribes, bands, and colonies of Indians in the 
State of Nevada; and 

“Whereas these reimbursable debts we know nothing of portends to pave 
the way to take away the land we call our home: therefore be it 

“Resolved, That Congress instruct the Secretary of the Interior to cancel all 
reimbursable debts held against the members of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony 
on account of such construction.” 

The motion was seconded by Councilman Pearl Aster; it was voted unani- 
mously by the tribal council. 

A discussion by members and the council regarding H. R. 7552 to terminate 
the colony from the supervision of the Federal Government, which some members 
suggest and believe an investigation should be had before the law goes into 
effect because the law will effect the Paiutes on district No. 1 and the Washoes 
on district No. 2. 

Councilman Maude Sampson made a motion that her petition be accepted by 
the tribal council which would benefit both tribes on the colony which read as 
follows: 


“PETITION TO THE COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR AFFAIRS 


“Whereas we the Paiutes members of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony, Reno, 
Nev., are in full accord with H. R. 7552 terminating Federal supervision over our 
colony and certain members thereof ; and 
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“Whereas, to facilitate the termination to the satisfaction of all concerned 
in district No. 1 (Paiute district) and district No. 2 (Washoe district) by with- 
drawing district No. 1 from district No. 2; and 

“Whereas, as a last resort to protect our homesites, homes we have built at 
our own expense (the public, as you know, believes that the Government furnishes 
us with houses; in some cases that was done), the Reno-Sparks Indians were 
deprived from getting farmlands as was promised by Indian Service agents, all 
we ask is to have the Government leave us with proper sewage facilities by in- 
stalling a sewer line through the village connecting the city line if it is possible; 
this problem is and will be a detriment to the community and citizens of Reno 
and Sparks; and 

“Whereas we have a number of questionable members who have acquired 
membership which we believe was by fraud or illegal procedure be investigated 
by Congress before homesites patent are issued: Therefore be it 

“Resolved, That Congress give this recommendation its serious consideration 
to the end we are fully protected.” 

The motion was seconded by Councilman Willie Aster, and the tribal council 
voted unanimously for the petition. 

* * * ¥ * + * 


Councilman Maude Sampson, motion for adjournment. Councilman Pearl 
Aster seconded the motion for adjournment. The tribal council voted for ad 
journment at 11:40 p. m. 

Harry Sampson, Secretary. 

Mr. Assorr. Would you proceed with your statement, then. 

Mr. Sampson. Well, that I have lived here something like about 
52 years, and I have seen the Reno-Sparks Indian colony grow from 
the time Congress appropriated the money to buy the colony in 1916, 
which was effective in 1917, and in the spring of 1917 Congress appro- 
priated money to buy the land which is now the present Reno-Sparks 
Indian colony. 

We have Paiutes, Washoes living around this town here during 
1917. Previous, up to 1917, we—the Indian department rented, 
leased a small tract of land just on the outskirts of Sparks, and the 
Reno Paiutes were living on the outskirts beyond, northeast of the 
University of the State of Nevada—State university. The Washoe 
tribe was—were living in around this vicinity, among the ranches, 
and the reason for trying—we are able to obtain help from the In- 
dian Bureau, that we were—that the Indians here at that time were 
being ejected off from the place where we lived. We have moved our 
homes 2 or 3 times before we found a location that we took by writ- 
ing to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs who was at that time Cato 
Sells. We had an Indian agent here, C. H. Asberry, who had the 
Indian office here, and we presented our case to him, and through his 
efforts, why, this Reno-Sparks Indian colony was established, and it 
was established for the Paiutes and Washoes that was living around 
this vicinity. They bought that in 1917. It was 20 tract—20-acre 
tract of land that formerly was owned by Mr. Gould. It is within 
a mile from this center of town. 

Until we went under the Indian Reorganization Act, and I believe 
from that day when we went under the act, we were instructed to 
learn the ways of self-governing, self-government. At the present 
time we have had a council. The land has been divided by the Gov- 
ernment into two sections. The south section is No. 2 which was the 
Washoes, and section 1, district 1, was for the Paiutes, and each of 
the two councilmen representing the groups of each district, and I 
believe when we had the meeting of—meeting of March 5 we have 
discussed this bill 7552. We found it was—it would do for us people, 
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providing that if the Federal Government could cancel its debt that 
we owe, probably, for the irrigation—we owe something like $9,000— 
and pay for the educational purpose on loans to individuals for educa- 
tion, I believe we owe something like $700, totaling up to about 
$10,000. I believe that we have discussed in our meeting if the fees 
are wiped off, why we are ready, and the second petition that we sent 
to the Insular Affairs in regard to sewerage facilities. Of course, 
within such a short distance from the city of Reno—we only probably 
are maybe 2 blocks away—and I believe if there was a sewerage line 
connecting to the city, I believe that would not be detrimental to both 
Sparks and Reno, but at the present time we have premises, outdoors, 
some probably have septic tanks. I believe if we can’t get the sewer 
line, I believe the septic tank could be met by us individual Indians. 

On the second part in our petition to the Insular Affairs, we have 
quite much difficulty in regard to various people coming onto the 
colony. 

Chairman Youne. Do you mean non-Paiutes or Washoes or non- 
Indians? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, yes, sir. 

Chairman Youne. How many Paiutes are there and how many 
Washoes in the colony? Do you have some Shoshones, too? 

Mr. Sampson. We have Shoshones, Paiutes, and one are Washoe, 
and we have other nationalities. 

Chairman Young. What other nationalities do you have? 

Mr. Sampson. Why, we have Mexican people. We have several 
whites. We have Japanese, and we have another, I believe he is a 
Hawaiian. 

Chairman Young. They have moved out into the colony and are 
staying on your 28 acres? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Chairman Youne. What is the percentage of Paiutes and Washoes 
at the colony right now ? 

Mr. Sampson. At the present time I can’t give you just exact 
figures. 

Chairman Youna. Just roughly, if you would give me some idea 

Mr. Sampson. Do you have that, Mr. Ladd, the population ? 

Mr. Lapp. I don’t have it. 

Chairman Youne. Are they roughly half Paiutes and half 
Washoes? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. We have probably, I would say, within 200 
adults and children, probably. 

Chairman Young. That is the total number ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Chairman Younc. How many are Paiutes; how many are Washoe? 

Mr. Sampson. I can’t say. We are so intermingled down there. 
We haven’t had the time to check on who is who. 

Chairman Youne. Do you mean Paiutes have married Washoes 
and intermingled that way ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, yes. In some cases others are individuals of 
other tribes. 

Chairman Youne. How many acres do you have under cultivation ? 
You spoke of an irrigation system. 

Mr. Sampson. We have no acreage under cultivation. 


n 
‘ 
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Chairman Youna. What is your irrigation system for if you have 
no land under cultivation ? 

Mr. Sampson. Well, to the privilege of the population of the colony 
from other Indians coming in. The shone up ground is so small 
it is just folding up like an accordion on us. 

We have the water right under the Scott ditch, I think, established 
in 1937. I think we could still hold onto that water right. I think 
we hold, I believe, something like 56 inches of water rights, but for 
the last previous years we haven’t—I don’t think there is water flow- 
ing through our concrete pipe line. 

Chairman Youna. Is there enough land out there to furnish plots 
or lots for all of the families in the colony ? 

Mr. Sampson. It would be if we were—if the rightful owners be 
given their plots; ves. 

Mr. Assorr. Is there some significance attached to your saying 
“rightful owners” ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. I note in the minutes of your resolution you have this 
“Whereas” clause: (Reading) 

Whereas, we have a number of questionable members who have acquired mem- 
bership which we believe was by fraud or illegal procedure—— 

Mr. Sampson. That is right. 

Mr. Axnsorr. Now, isn’t that peculiarly a matter for the tribe to 
decide, what their membership ro!l is and should be? 

Mr. Sampson. Well, in that case there, that we feel—we want to be 
individual; pointed out that this Indian say, “You don’t belong here,” 
or that Indian or this white man, whatever it is; “I don’t believe.” It 
is a feeling of discrimination. 

Mr. Assorr. You understand the language of the bill provides for 
and anticipates the establishment of a valid membership roll ? 

Mr. Sampson. That is right. 

Mr. Axsporr. In the first instance, it is peculiarly a responsibility of 
the tribe within the limitations they lay down to determine that 
membership. 

Mr. Sampson. But as far as that bill is concerned, I would rather 
see it have an insertion just like the Ruby Valley Shoshones or Yering- 
ton Paiutes, of the Paiutes and Washoes, Reno-Sparks colony, that 
would verify all these difficulties that we have to go through. 

Chairman Youne. You want to keep out all these interlopers, then ? 

Mr. Sameson. That is right. 

Chairman Youne. Don’t most of these people come from some other 
colony, California, Nevada, or Idaho? 

Mr. Sampson. That is right. 

Chairman Youne. Should they be seeking their just rights in other 
places then? 

Mr. Sampson. Should they seek their rights wherever the Govern- 
ment furnished them ? 

Congressman Ruopes. How did these white people get in? Doesn’t 
your tribal council make an assignment of land for the people who are 
in the colony ? 

Mr. Sampson. Well, as far as the assignment is concerned they 
have—seems like the previous council has not studied the ordinances— 
or any things that the tribal council has passed. 


rs 
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Congressman Ruopes. But these white people and people of other 
nationalities actually did get assignments and have homes that they 
built in this area ? 

Mr. Sampson. Well, technically they get it through their Indian 
wives. 

Congressman Ruopes. Oh, I see. There is some member of each 
family, then, who is an Indian? 

Mr. Sampson. That is right. 

Chairman Youne. How do you think the roll should be established ? 
Would you go back 20 years, 5 years or 10 years?) Would you confine 
it to Paiutes and Washoes? 

Mr. Sampson. At one time we tried to through the Secretary of the 
Interior, McKay, through our council, which has never been heard 
from or never been verified from the Indian Department. It went 
through our council, and in previous years we have protested to the 
Indian office, to the Secretary of the Interior, when Secretary Ickes 
was in office. That lady in his office, and pertained to ordinance 
No. 1 

Chairman Youne. What was that ordinance, please ? 

Mr. Sampson. That ordinance pertains to only homeless Nevada In- 
dians have right to ask for an assignment if their qualifications re- 
quire it. 

Mr. Asporr. On that point, Mr. Sampson, is your group a Wheeler- 
Howard tribe? 

Mr. Sampson. That is right. 

Mr. Assorr. Organized under the Indian Reorganization Act of 
1934 as it was amended subsequently # 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. Did you under the terms of the Wheeler-Howard Act 
incorporate and develop a charter corporation ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Apporr. Was that charter ratified by the tribe? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Assorr. Did you adopt a constitution and by-laws? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Mr. Aspsorr. And were they approved by the Bureau of Indian Af- 
fairs in Washington ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Assorr. Then were you not required under the Wheeler- 
Howard Act to maintain a membership roll and keep it current? 

Mr. Sampson. Well, that part we have always protested through 
our council. It was up to the council to supervise these rules, which 
was never carried out. 

Mr. Axpsorr. But in any case, the Department of the Interior in 
Washington does have this information in their files? 

Mr. Sampson. They must have, yes. 

Mr. Axsporr. So it can be dev eloped further there. In the mean- 
time, your tribe recognizes the significance of Section 3 [reading] : 





Each tribe and colony shall have a period of 6 months from the date of this act 
in which to prepare and submit to the Secretary a proposed roll of the members 
of the tribe or colony living on the date of this act, which shall be published in 
the Federal Register. 


And the subsequent language in the bill, of course, calls for revoca- 
tion of charters issued under the provisions of the Indian Reorganiza- 
tion Act, commonly referred to as the Wheeler-Howard Act. 
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Mr. Sampson. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Assorr. In the first instance, your tribal governing group will 
have peculiarly within its responsibility the establishment of this 
proposed roll. 

Mr. Jex. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, this question of membership is 
not as controversial as the witness would submit, in that it is spelled 
out in their constitution and by laws of the Reno-Sparks colony, and 
the roll will be made up in complete compliance with the membership 

ection of their constitution and by-laws, so that only those members 
who can qualify or who have qualified under the membership para- 
graph, article 2, will be able to be on that roll and will participate 


n the benefits of this distribution or conveyance. 
Mr. Sampson. You mean our constatution and by-laws ? 
Mr. Jex. [t sets out very specif cally 


Mr. Samrson. Our constitution and by-laws has been revised, I was 
a saying. 

Chairman Youne. Is that the last revision / 

Mr. Sampeson. No, I have got it here. 

Mr. Jex. Well, those reservations will all be in the files of the Indian 
Bureau. 

Mr. Sampson. Should be. 

Mr. Jex. Under the signature of the Secretary and will be definite. 

Now, are you indicating that those amendments which hi ave been 
made to your constitution and by-laws have not been acted on ¢ 

Mr. Sampson. It hasn’t. 

Mr. Assorr. By the Department ? 

Mr. Sampson. By the Department. I have a letter referring to 
that. 

Mr. Ansorr. One moment, Mr. Sampson. In fact, until an amend- 
ment is approved by the Secretary of the Interior isn’t it true you are 
still bound by the constitution and by-laws approved by Secretary 
Ickes in 1936? 

Mr. Sampson. Our constitution says the days to either approve or 
disapprove, with all amendments—I mean our ordinance was over- 
lapped, and it became effective, I believe. 

Mr. Apsorr. In any case, the question would be framed within very 
fine lines at such time, assuming passage of the bill, as you submit to 
the Secretary your proposed roll. I believe the members of the com- 
mittee will recall in our hearings in Washington before the Senate- 
House joint subcommittee and taking up the question of the Yakima 
and the Makaw tribe of northwest Washington, a Wheeler-Howard 
organization, we encountered very much the same question being 
raised some 18 years after the fact as to whether or not the member- 
ship to which the then governing body and by referendum to the tribe, 
the membership procedure which was approved at that time. Then 
when you reach terminal legislation, the question arises: Could you 
ignore what you have purportedly governed yourself under all these 
years? The question will be raised, of course, when you submit your 
proposed roll. 

Mr. Sampson. Yes, we know that. That is the reason I want to keep 
ours clear from putting Tom, Dick and Harry on this roll. 

Chairman Youne. The Chair is in some doubt as to which regula- 
tions apply. You have a constitution drawn up in 1936 under the pro- 
visions of the Wheeler-Howard Act ? 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 


FEDERAL SUPERVISION OVER CERTAIN TRIBES OF INDIANS 1255 


Chairman Youne. You submitted amendments which were neve! 
approved by the Secretary of Interior: is that correct ? 

Mr. Sampson. Do you mean the ordinance? 

Chairman Youna. Yes. 

Mr. Sampson. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. So you are still bound by the provisions of the 
original paragraph in the constitution ; is that right ? 

Mr. Jex. Mr. Chairman, I would suggest the standard request which 
has gone in the hearings before, that Mr. Sigler, program counsel fo1 
the Bureau, give us a written explanation of what the situation is on 
Reno Sparks. It can go in the record. We needn’t take the time of 
the committee now. 

Chairman Youne. Could you do that, Mr. Sigler, and send me a 
copv, too, so I may be informed ? 

(The statement follows:) 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Washington 25, D. C., May 7, 1954 
Hon. CLIFTON YOUNG 
House of Representatives, 
Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Youne: During the hearings on H. R. 7552 in Reno, Ney., on April 
16, 1954, you asked that there be submitted for the record a statement regarding 
Indian colony of Nevada. 

The pertinent provisions of the Constitution of the colony are as follows: 


ARTICLE II MEMBERSHIP 


“The membership of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony shall consist of all persons 
of Indian blood who have completed 1 year’s continuous residence in the Reno- 
Sparks colony. Such persons shall remain members of said colony until they 
shall lose membership by 1 year’s continuous absence from colony residence, or 
until their membership shall have been canceled under authority hereinafter 


provided.” 
* * * a7 * ” oe 


ARTICT.E IV—POWERS OF THE COUNCIL 


“Section 1. The Reno-Sparks Indian Council shall exercise the following 
powers, * * *, 

“(d) To issue and revoke permits for use of homesites within the colony and to 
exclude from the Reno-Sparks colony site persons not legally entitled to reside 
therein under ordinances which shall be subject to review by the Secretary of the 
Interior.” 

Our records show that the enclosed ordinance was adopted on March 7, 1951, 
and is presently in effect. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. Rex Ler, 


{ssociate Commissioner 


AN ORDINANCE TO RESCIND ORDINANCE No. 1, COVERING THE USE oF TRIBAL LANDS 
WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES OF THE RENO-SPARKS INDIAN COLONY, WASHO! 
County, NEV. 


Be it enacted by the Reno-Sparks Indian Council of the Reno-Sparks Indian 
colony, Washoe County, Nev., in regular meeting assembled on March 7, 1951, 
the following: 

ORDINANCE NO. 1 


Section 1. That any homeless Nevada Indian may upon application to the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Council be assigned land for a homesite on the Reno-Sparks 
Indian colony by a majority vote of the Reno-Sparks Indian Council: Provided. 
however, That if an applicant is refused a homesite assignment by the council 
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he may appeal to the Secretary of the Interior for a review of his case, and 
provided further that only people of sound moral character are entitled to land 
assignments. 

Sec. 2. That assignments made under this ordinance shall be known as stand- 
ard assignments, and a standard assignment permit shall be issued by the Reno- 
Sparks Indian Council to each person receiving a standard assignment. Each 
permit must be approved by the Superintendent of the Carson Indian Agency. 
The form of the standard assignment permit shall be approved by the council. 

Sec. 3. That if any member of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony holding a stand- 
ard assignment of land shall, for a period of 2 years fail to use the land so as- 
signed, or shall, after due warning from the proper colony officials, persist in 
using such land for an unlawful purpose, his assignment may be canceled by the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Council after due notice and an opportunity to be heard, 
and said land may be assigned. 

Sec. 4. That whenever a standard assignment is canceled the owner of any 
personal property on land covered by the canceled assignment will be given 6 
months in which to remove or dispose of such property. Any property remaining 
on the land at the end of this period will be sold at public auction by the Reno- 
Sparks Indian Council. Any moneys derived from such sale will be deposited 
with the treasurer of the Reno-Sparks Indian Council for the Reno-Sparks 
colony. 

Sec. 5. That all members of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony now living within 
the boundaries of the colony shall be considered as having made application for 
a standard assignment for land within the colony that they now occupy. 

And in lieu thereof enact the following: 

Section 1. That any homeless Nevada Indian may upon application to the Reno- 
Sparks Indian Council be assigned land for a homesite on the Reno-Sparks 
Indian colony by a majority vote of the Reno-Sparks Indian Council. The appli- 
cant need not be married. Preference will be given to families and to adult 
Indians who are now or have been in the Armed Forces of the United States. 
If an applicant is refused a homesite assignment he may appeal to the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Sec. 2. That assignments made under this ordinance shall be known as stand- 
ard assignments, and a standard assignment permit shall be issued by the Reno- 
Sparks Indian Council to each person receiving a standard assignment. Each 
permit must be approved by the Superintendent of the Carson Indian Agency. 
The form of the standard assignment permit shall be approved by the council. 

Sec. 3. That if any member of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony holding a 
standard assignment of land shall, for a period of 2 years fail to use the land so 
assigned, or shall, after due warning from the proper colony officials, persist in 
using such land for an unlawful purpose, his assignment may be canceled by the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Council after due notice and an opportunity to be heard, 
and the said land may be assigned: Provided, however, That any homesite 
assignment made to an adult Indian, whether single or married, who is now or 
has been in the Armed Forces of the United States fails to use the land within 
the limit of time allowed, may be granted an extension by a majority vote of the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Council. 

Sec. 4. That whenever a standard assignment is canceled the owner of any 
personal property on land covered by the canceled assignment will he given 6 
months in which to remove or dispose of such property. Any property remain- 
ing on the land at the end of this period will be sold at public anction by the 
Reno-Sparks Indian Council. Any monevs derived from such sale will be de- 
posited with the treasurer of the Reno-Sparks Indian Council for the Reno- 
Sparks colony. 

Sec. 5. That all members of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony now living within 
the boundaries of the colony shall he considered as having made application for 
a standard assignment of land within the colony that they now occupy. 


CERTIFICATION 


a 


The foregoing ordinance was on March 7, 1951, duly adopted by a vote of 6 for 
and 0 against, by the Indian Council of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony, Nev., 
pursuant to authority vested in it hv article IV, section 1 (i) of the constitution 
and hv-laws of the Reno-Sparks Indian colony ratified by the tribe on December 
16, 1985, pursuant to section 16 of the act of June 18, 1984 (48 Stat. 984), said 


ordinance is effective as of the date of its approval by the Secretary of the 
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Interior, or by the Superintendent of the Carson Indian Agency, subject to its 
rescission by the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to article IV, section 4 of 
the constitution of the Tribe. 
W. B. Correy, 
Chairman of the Indian Council. 
WILLIE ASTOR, 
Secretary of the Indian Council. 

Approved: 

BURTON A. LADD, 
Superintendent, Carson Indian Agency. 

Date: March 8, 1951. 

Mr. Axsorr. Maybe we can straighten this out. In other words, 
your two chief concerns are: to get a sewer line into the colony, and 
to make sure only those entitled to benefits of this bill are included 
in the tribal rolls; is that right? 

Mr. Sampson. That is right, and about the cancellation. 

Chairman Younc. Do you mean cancellation of the obligations 
for the irrigation system ? 

Mr. Sampson. Cancellation for the obligations for the irrigation 
system. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have anything else you want to testify 
on at this time? 

Mr. Samrson. That is about all I have. 

Chairman a nc. Thank you very much for testifying. 

Anybody else want to testify in behalf of the Reno-Spark colony ? 

(Gentlem: in comes forward from the audience. ) 

Chairman Youne. Do you want tosit down? 

Connie Hunter, Chairman of the Reno-Sparks Tribal Council. 
No, I am tired of sitting down. 

Mr. Axssorr. Connie Hunter? Your official capacity ! 

Mr. Hunver. Chairman of the Reno-Sparks Tribal Council. 

Mr. Apzorr. Tribal court? 

Mr. Hunter. No, council. 

Mr. Assorr. Could you proceed with your statement ? 

Mr. Hunter. Yes. I would like to ask a few questions here. In 
my mind I know the people here want to know something about it, 
too. 

Mr. Jex. Will you preface that with this. We will be glad to hear 
your questions, but we won’t promise to answer them all right now. 

Mr. Hunter. I think you can straighten me out on this matter here. 
The Wheeler-Howard Act—I am not quite familiar with the act. I 
want an explanation on that. 

Mr. Jex. Mr. Sigler, I think you are better prepared to answer the 
question on W heeler-Howard. 

Congressman Ruopes. I would suggest that be done by letter or 
something else, rather than take the time of the hearing. It is rather 
complicated. 

Mr. Hunter. I know people here want to hear it. They don’t 
know much about it themselves. 

Chairman Youne. We would be glad to answer particular ques- 
tions as far as it has effect upon the enactment of this bill or modifi- 
cation of it. 

Mr. Arrorr. Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment. I think a 
statement could be addressed to the tribal group on that eligibility 
point. It would be after the fact, of course, insofar as H. R. 7552 
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is concerned—it would operate to revoke the charter under that act 
and would suspend its operations. 

Chairman Youna. I think we can arrange to have Mr. Sigler give 
you that information at the termination of the hearing. 

Do you have any other questions or testimony you would like to 
submit ? 

Mr. Hunter. Yes. I also wanted to know about this bill you are 
introducing. Was that your own idea, or was it put upon you by some- 
body else? 

Chairman Young. It was partly my idea, and partly the idea of the 
American people, that something should be done to allow the Indians 
to take their place in society the same as non-Indians. I think investi- 
gation has been made of this problem for a period of years. It is my 
understanding the Bureau of Indian Affairs has been consulting with 
Indian colonies and Indian reservations throughout the country trying 
to better existing conditions and help the Indians to help themselves. 

Mr. Jex. Mr. Chairman, further explanation of that, the files of 
the Senate subcommittee will reveal that for approximately 4 vears 
now this type of legislation affecting particular Nevada tribes has been 
in the hopper, so to speak. We have had other bills. You people have 
very likely been confronted by the superintendent on other bills so that 
though the authorship, so far as a name designation is concerned, lies 
with Congressman Young on this bill, the idea has been in the minds 
of Congress, particularly since 1947 when the then acting Indian Com- 
missioner, Mr. Zimmerman, testified before a Senate-House committee 
that there were several Indian tribes then ready to be taken out from 
under the guardianship of the Federal Government. Since that time 
they have introduced several bills. None of them has been to this date 
enacted This Congress in the first session passed House Concurrent 
Resolution 108 which went through both Houses unanimously, signed 
by the President, which is a pretty strong designation as to the intent 
of Coneress and reflects the will of the majority of the people, I think, 
of the United States. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Chairman, I think that point should be 
stressed, Mr. Hunter. This bill is not the only bill like this which has 
been introduced in this Congress. In other words, there has been 
no attempt to single out the Nevada Indians, say, “We are going to treat 
you differently than some other Indians.” There has been a lot of work 
done, and the Indian Service and the Congress feel that certain tribes 
and bands are far enough advanced so they can be released, and bills 
have been introduced very similar to this one for all of those tribes and 
bands which now appear ready for release. 

Mr. Asporr. Might I add to that point, Mr. Chairman? The bases 
for the conclusions reached by the Acting Commissioner of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs in 1947, there were four criteria for listing tribes 
and groups by eligibility and determination of eligibility. One was 
the degree of acculturation, or translated, to what extent had they 
taken on the habits of non-Indians around them and mixed with the 
non-Indians? Another was the economic status of the Indians 
involved, A third was the position of the Indians and the legislation 
or proposed termination. And the fourth was the position of the 
State and other governmental subdivisions. 

Those are the general bases upon which a conclusion must be 
premised. 
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One of the purposes of these hearings with each tribe has been to 
determine whether or not a given tribe fits into those things, so a pre- 
judgment or conclusion has not been reached; that has been consist- 
ently made clear by the chairman of the subcommittee. 

Chairman Youne. Any further statements you would like to make ? 

Mr. Hunter. Yes, several of them. Would termination, and the bill 
goes through, well, is the school fund that is being appropriated by the 
Government—will that be ended, too ? 

Chairman Youne. No, I am sure it is the consensus of Congress 
that Federal aid for education in some form is going to continue for 
Indians. 

Only last year Indians were brought into legislation on Federal 
aid to education by the use of legislation which has grown up as a 
result of definite impacts from certain areas. Indians were formerly 
separate and apart, but they are now integrated with non-Indians 
in Public Laws 815 and 874. I think there is a strong consensus of 
Federal Government that this is one of the best fields for expendi- 
ture of Federal funds. 

[r. Jex. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the witness’ attention 
to one thing. If this bill does go through as written the appropria- 
tion of funds for Indians, as such, will terminate. You will obtain 
the same benefits for education and welfare and the like as other non- 
Indians, but you will cease to receive designated help as Indians be 

cause of your status as Indians. 

(Off the record discussion. ) 

Chairman Youne. Do you have another pinion ? The committee 
is somewhat in doubt as to the exact legal technicalities insofar as 
Public Laws 815 and 874 are concerned, but I know the opinion of 
Congress is that they want to make sure the Indians have every 
chance to get education. 

Mr. Hunter. Well, I have another question here. <A lot of treaties 
are being made in the United States. I think there is one treaty 
made—oh, at that time, 1848—with a group of Indians that is still 
standing. I think that is—I think the Government is trying to get 
out without fulfilling the treaty. 

Chairman Youne. Which treaty? The Chair is not familiar with 
the treaty to which you refer. 

Mr. Hunver. You might have to look it up, 1848. 

Chairman Youne. With the Paiutes or Washoes? 

Mr. Hunter. All Indians, not just here. All over the United 
States. 

Mr. Anzorr. Are you possibly referring to a treaty with the Indians 
of California ? 

Mr. Hunter. No, all of the United States. Not just 

Chairman Young. I am sure it is the intention of the United States 
to live up to treaties as much as possible. The passing of the Indians 
claims in 1946, of course, allows the Indians to submit claims for 
violations of treaties or unfair dealing with the United States Gov- 
ernment. As you know, a number of tribes have recovered judgment 
against the United States. I believe the Paiutes have a suit for 
$80,000—$80 million against the United States. 

Mr. Hunter. I guess I am not quite familiar; I am chairman of 
the Paiute group. 
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Mr. Asgorr. That treaty point, Mr. Chairman, if I may interject, 
has been carefully covered at our hearings in Washington at each 
stage. In each instance, our field hearings proceed, and we carefully 
request the Chief Counsel of Indian Affairs to advise us as to any 
possible treaty obligations so the committee can form some judgment 
as to the effect of the legislation. 

Chairman Youne. The purpose of this legislation is not to abro- 
gate any treaty rights you may have, or the Indians may have, or 
sever any claims, but to enable you people to get this land and to 
develop it yourselves and become citizens in the community on the 
same basis with anybody else. There are a number of problems of 
welfare and education, and it is the hope of the committee they can 
be worked out. We certainly don’t want to leave the Indians as 
foundlings upon the State of Nevada or upon any of the counties in 
which they are situated. 

Mr. Hunter. Yes. 

Chairman Young. Do you have any other questions pertaining to 
the bill? 

Mr. Hunter. That is all right for you folks, but the Indians feel 
differently. They don’t feel—— 

Chairman Younc. Well, we just had Mr. Sampson who testified 
from the Reno-Sparks colony and indicated that the Indians from 
that colony were in favor of this legislation with certain other provisos. 

Mr. Hunter. Not until you put in a sewer. You know, the houses 
down there are all substandard houses, not up to the building code. 
If the Government or the city or anybody else wants to put sewer lines 
through there—not until then. 

Chairman Youne. That is what Mr. Sampson testified with respect 
thereto. 

Mr. Hunter. That was the agreement of the tribe down there at 
the camp. 

Chairman Youna. Well, do you have anything further to add to his 
testimony ? 

Mr. Hunter. Well, not right now. 

Chairman Youna. Well, if you have any further testimony and 
you would like me to submit it in written form within the next 2 weeks, 
forward it to me. I will see it is inserted and becomes part of the 
record. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Hunrer. All right. 

Chairman Youne. The committee will now adjourn and recon- 
vene at 2 o’clock. 

(Hearing adjourned at 1 o’clock.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Chairman Youna. The meeting will please come to order. 

When the committee adjourned or recessed at 1 o’clock we were dis- 
cussing the problems of the Reno-Sparks Colony. 

Are there any other spokesmen for the colony who have testimony 
to submit to the committee at this time ? 

(There was no response. ) 

C hairman Youna. If not, are there any representatives from the 
city of Reno or Washoe County who desire to submit testimony at 
this time ? 


oo niomae natin 
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(Gentleman comes forward from the audience. ) 

Dewey Sampson. I am not a representative of any group. I would 
like to corroborate to the testimony given this morning on behalf of 
the Reno-Sparks colony. 

Chairman Youne. Do you want to add to it? 

Mr. Dewry Sampson. It woudn’t be adding, just more or less in- 
formation why that resolution was presented to the committee. 

Chairman Youne. Would you like to discuss it briefly ? 

Mr. Dewey Sampson. The reason why—I want to corrborate 
some of the statements made here in reference to the sewerage facil- 
ties that we have asked. Now, the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony in 
former years have been practically omitted from rehabilitation pro- 
gram, you might say, and we believe that we should be given some 
consideration for our own protection, and we believe that the sewer 
system is a detriment to our community. After the termination of 
Indian affairs and Federal supervision in this respect, without sewer- 
age facilities here, why, you know that we are practically a block away 
from the city limits and the sanitation would be quite important, 
and in order to cope with our city health laws we believe that is most 
important because later on they probably will put a sewer in there, 
and of course, the Indians would be assessed quite a bit of money and— 

rather, there ‘would be quite a bit of money involved, and the mem- 
bers of the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony—I don’t think they could 
meet this large expense. 

Now, someone spoke about that, the Indians can go to the bank 
and get a loan. Well, all that is true, that we could go to the bank, 
but we would have to get a loan on our homesite holdings, and natu- 

rally that would involve several hundred dollars, apiece, and I just 
don’t know how much it is, but I understand that there is approxi- 
mately about $50,000 involved in installing this main sewer line 
through the colony. We feel that as long as the members of the Reno- 
Sparks Indian colony have been deprived of getting farmlands that 
was promised years ago, and other things, like housing, why, we 
feel it is more than just that the Government should protect us in 
a way of giving us a sort of a rehabilitation program by putting a 
sewer system through the colony and the reimbursable debt that was 
brought about here this morning. I think years ago the Indians or 
the colony put a natural irrigation system through, an irrigation 
system that was put down there years ago to irrigate that part of the 
ground the Indians are living on at the present time, but as time went 
by they got around in such a way they feel those ditches that were 
running and irrigating the entire colony were sort of a, interfering 
with the settlement, you might say, that white people adjacent to the 
Indian colony having the irrigation ditches running through their 
property—and naturally the Indian Department have gone in there 
and instructed a—constructed an irrigation system which has proven 

completely failure, and the Indian hast to pay for it. 

Now, had the irrigation been left the way it was in the first place 
I don’t think that expense could have occurred against the Indians 
of the Reno-Sparks Colony. 

That is the only explanation I want to bring before the committee 
here so that they will understand why that resolution was written as 
it is now. 
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Chairman Young. Any questions ? 

Mr. Jex. No questions. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much for your testimony. 

I was going to proceed with the Carson colony, but because one of 
the witnesses from Elko has to leave this afternoon we will take that 
area out of order. Is Mr. Carter here? 

Mr. Carter, would you like to come forth and testify with regard 
to what, I understand, is the desire of the officials in Elko that the 
Elko colony be included in this bill. 

ALLEN Carrer (city manager, Elko, Nev.). Yes; I believe that is 
true. 

Chairman Youn«e. Will you state your name and address for the 
reporter, please. 

City Manager Carrer. My name is Allen Carter, city manager of 
Elko, Nev., attending the hearing here today at the direction of Mayor 
Dotta of the city of Elko. 

Chairman Young. Would you like to make your statement with 
regard to why you feel Elko should be included or with respect to 
any other observations on the bill? 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. I don’t know of any objections that 
the city of Elko has to the present bill. I cannot speak for the county 
commissioners, of course. And I will in that respect just call your 
attention to the same situation probably which exists in other coun- 
ties regarding the rehabilitation of those rehabilitated Indians, the 
aged, and the infirm. That would be a county problem, of course. I 
don’t know that it is so serious that the county of Elko couldn’t and 
wouldn’t assume the responsibility for them. We have been working 
to improve the Elko Indian colony for several years. I believe that the 
Elko Indian colony is a little differently set up in the Indian Service 
than some of these others I have heard of today because it is under 
and it has been turned over to and is under the direct supervision, as 
I understand it, of the TeMoak Council of the reservation at Lee, 
south of Elko. They are the council in charge. However, the Federal 
Government, when they put the colony in there, just put up the houses 
and didn’t complete the project, in that they didn’t put sewage systems, 
sewers into the houses. Neither did they put bathrooms or anything 
of that sort. The city merely got the waterlines up to the colony 
when the worked ceased, and the Indians moved in without having 
had the completion of the project. 

Twenty years ago in the city minutes there is recorded a meeting be- 
tween the Indian Service and the city of Elko in which an agreement 
was made for the city to run the sewer line to the camp if the Indian 
Service would put in bathrooms and fix the camp up in a desirable 
situation. That offer to do that was reaffirmed 2 years ago by our 
present city council, and we will install the sewer to the project ‘when 
the Federal Government or the Indians or Indian Service will i improve 
the buildings. There are some—more than 30 buildings in the project, 
23, I think, of which are of good construction, tie, W ahingled roofs. 
There are even some stone, roc Kk buildings, very well built. There isn’t 
anyone assuming too much responsibility. The TeMoak Council are 
not because of the fact that the rentals charged to those Indians living 
there in that colony are set at $5 a month. It doesn’t give them money 
enough to even keep the place clean. They have recently requested 
that these rentals be raised to an extent that will permit the Lee Coun- 





owner 
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cil to improve the cabins, even only one a year or something of that 
sort. 

I believe they had permission from the Indian Service of Phoenix, 
which, I think, is their district office, to charge $10 a month rental, 
until now they have a few hundred dollars in a surplus fund there in 
that council. 

Last December I met with the council at Lee, and they had already 
had a meeting. I think Mr. Bobo was assisting them. They had al- 
ready had a meeting whereby they had made applic ation to the Indian 
Service at Phoenix for a loan which they would use to improve these 
buildings, take the older buildings—some 10 or 12—out to Lee as bunk 
houses or storage buildings. There is a reservation there—and reha- 
bilitate these 20 or 25 good houses. Then there is residence house there 
that was on the property when it was bought. The agent used to live in 
that. They have sold it rec ently, and they have also obtained from 
that sale about $2,000—$2,500 or $3,000 which will assist them in their 
rehabilitation. 

Chairman Youna. Who bought the house? I was there last year. 
It appeared the house was abandoned and doors were falling off. 

City Manager Carrer. The Lee Council sold it to Merle Golding. 
Merle is now moving the house off to a lot down in the subdivision. 
That will be cleaned up so the Lee Council are going ahead with the 
project. 

Now, the only thing holding up the completion of that is the loan 
from the Indian Agenc y. Of course, with the limit of $10 a month 
rental to those houses that Lee Council—their position being what it is 
with the Federal Government—they can’t go to the bank®and get a 
loan. They must of necessity go to some Federal agency permitted to 
do that sort of loaning. I think the Lee Council are responsible, as re- 
sponsible a group of Indians as I have known. I have known most of 
them all my life. They are perfectly willing to assume their 
obligations. 

Chairman Young. What do you recommend, that these houses be 
given to the families now occupying them ? 

City Manager Carter. I wouldn’t want to make a statement regard- 
ing that, but I do think that if the Elko colony is given to the Lee 
Council, lock, stock, and barrel, that those boys out there would im- 
prove the same, but now they have, with the limitation of $10 a month 
rental on it—I realize this, that possibly half of those buildings are 
occupied by old, aged Indians, infirm, that sort of thing, but about 
half of those Indians are—some of the men are working on the rail- 
roads, some of them are sheep shearers. The womenfolks work as 
maids in and about town. They are all responsible Indians. There is 
nothing wrong with those Indians. If they owned those homes, or if 
they had a lease agreement with the tribal council, something to give 
them an interest in the homes, they certainly would improve them. 
Now, there are 4 or 5 of those houses up there that are very nicely im- 
proved and taken care of. Of course, there is something that has to be 
done with the infirm Indians and the old aged who are living there. 

Chairman Youn. Will you clarify something c ausing the ¢ thairman 
some doubt. The Elko Colony is part of the TeMoak Band or Reser- 
vation or subject to their jurisdic tion? 

City Manager Carrer. I think itis. As I understand it, it belong: 
to the TeMoak Tribe and is managed by the TeMoak Council. 
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Chairman Young. Is the TeMoak Shoshone or—— 

City Manager Carrer. Shoshone and Paiute. I am not sure of 
that. 

Mr. Lapp. Shoshone. 

City Manager Carrer. Shoshone, but it is to the TeMoak Council, 
Te Mo: ik B: ind. 

Chairman Youna. And they are separate and apart from the Ruby 
Valley Reservation; is that right ? 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. 

Chairman Younae. Ruby Valley Shoshone. 

City Manager Carrer. Then there is another group at Owyhee that 
is the Death V alley Reservation, but this is the Lee TeMoak Band at 
Le oS. 

Chairman Youne. I wonder if we could have someone from the 
Bureau point out on the map the Ruby Valley Reservation, Ruby 
Valley Tribe, TeMoak and Elko Colony. 

Mr. Lapp. The Death Valley is showing in Paiute. It is about a 
hundred miles north of Elko, partly Idaho, partly Nevada. The 
south part is what we refer to as Lee, about 20 miles out of Elko. 

Chairman Youne. How far below? 

Mr. Lapp. Ruby Valley? 

Chairman Youne. South Fork Reservation. Is that the TeMoak? 

Mr. Lapp. They are all TeMoak, this group. The South Fork 
Reservation is under the TeMoak Council, Elko is under the TeMoak 
Council, Ruby Valley has the privilege of coming under it but they 
never did. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you. 

City Manager Carrer. I am right about the colony at Elko being 
under the supervision of the TeMoak ? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes. 

City Manager Carrer. The city of Elko would recommend that the 
Elko Council—or the Elko colony—be turned over to the full juris- 
diction of the TeMoak Tribe, at least for the setting of rentals and 
everything else in the management of it. 

Chairman Youne. Do you think that would further the assimila- 
tion or merely change the landlord ¢ 

City Manager Carrer. I think that is the only thing that is holding 
up the development of the colony at the present time. They have an 
application in Phoenix—am I right about that—for a loan. 

Mr. Lapp. I have never seen one for improving the colony. 

City Manager Carrer. I had a meeting with the TeMoak Council 
at Lee in December at which time they told me that Mr. Bobo had 
made application for them for a loan to improve the colony. 

Mr. Lapp. That is for farm loan. 

Chairman Youne. Speak a little louder, please. 

Mr. Bozo. That was on advance of revolving credit, cattle loan. 

City Manager Carrer. For the improvement of the Elko colony ? 

Mr. Boro. No, to purchase cattle. 

City Manager Carrer. Not for the improvement of the Elko 
colony? 

Mr. Bono. No 

City Srnkes Carter. The tribe is misinformed regarding that. 
That is the statement that they gave me at the December meeting of 
the Lee Council. 
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Is there a possibility that such a loan could be granted to the Lee 
Council ? 


Mr. Bozo. Not very likely. 

City Manager Carrer. In that case, if there is no likelihood the 
Indian Agency would grant them a loan to have the rehabilitation, 
then it could be better to recommend that it be turned over to the 
council so that they could borrow money and charge rentals for the 
repayment of that money so that the money could be borrowed to 
rehabilitate the camp. 

Congressman Ruopes. What would be the attitude of the people 
who live in the colony toward being assimilated by the Lee Council ? 

City Manager Carrer. Well, they are under the jurisdiction of the 
Lee Council now, as I understand. 

Am I right about that? 

Mr. Boszo. Yes. 

City Manager Carrer. They are under their jurisdiction at the 
present time. 

Congressman Ruopes. But the Lee Council doesn’t have jurisdic- 
tion to do anything about the colony ? 

City Manager Carrer. Yes, they do. 

Congressman Ruopes. I am a little bit at a loss. 

City Manager Carter. But they don’t have any money to do it with 
except the $5 a month rent that they have been getting, and now, as I 
understand, the privilege of charging $10 a month. 

Conressman Ruopes. Didn’t you make a statement you felt the 
colony should be turned over to the Lee Council, lock, stock and 
barrel ¢ 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. 

Congressman Ropes. You mean given the authority to repair it 
and keep it up ? 

City Manager Carter. That is it. I made that statement because 
I feel that the Lee Council is a competent organization. 

Congressman Ruopes. But you have no idea as to whether or not 
the people who actually live in the colony are in favor of it? 

City Manager Carrer. No, I don’t. I rather imagine the ones who 
are working, probably would be a third of those Indians, would be 
in favor of that. I couldn’t say what the attitude of the infirm and 
aged who are living there would be. They have a set, small income 
from old-age assistance, that sort of thing, to live upon, that it might 
work some hards ship on a portion of the people who live in the colony. 
It might do that. 

Congressman Ruopes. I have a figure as to the average family in- 
come of the people living in that colony, a figure of $2,100 per 
family. Now, do you think that is about correct ? 

City Manager Carrer. Well, there would be very varied income. 
The infirm and aged, I don’t think they would be that high. 

Congressman Ruopes. Well, this is an average. 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. I would say that is a low average. 

Congressman Ruopes. I would like to ask Mr. Ladd a question. 

Mr. Ladd, this land is land purchased by the Government, isn’t it? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes, that is right. 
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Congressman Ruopres. I am wondering how the Lee Council could 
enforce the payment of rent on houses located on land purchased by 
the Government. 

Mr. Lapp. That is their problem, sir. That is why they have made 
the assessment, determined the assessment, but they have delegated 
the collection responsibility to the people right in the colony, and 
they are very reluctant about collecting. That is why the Lee Coun- 
cil—the Lee Council tried to make the collections without ver y much 
success. They turned it back over to the colony. 

Congressman Ruopes. Are they having any more success now that 
they have turned it over to the colony ? 

Mr. Lapp. I think not. 

Congressman Ruopes. It just strikes me as a situation where an 
assessment couldn’t possibly be enforced unless the people wanted to 
pay it. 

Mr. Lapp. That is right. 

City Manager Carrer. Someone would have to collect the rents. 

Chairman Youne. What would be your attitude toward turning 
the property directly over to the people living in the colony? The 
Shoshone Indians of western Nevada expressed ‘the thought they have 
no objection to Elko colony or anything else under their jurisdiction 
coming under the provisions of H. R. 7552, and in your testimony you 
thought it would be a good idea to turn the management of these 
homes over to the Lee Council. Would you favor giving it directly 
to the people who now occupy the houses? 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. I would prefer the Lee Council having 
the jurisdiction on account of their responsibility—being a respon- 
sible organization, but it wouldn’t be quite so successful from our 
point of view, turning it over to, say—50 per cent of it over to the 
infirm and aged people who are past their earning years in life—to 
develop a new home, streets, or improvements to a ‘home, that sort of 
thing, on an old-age assistance pension or something that would be 
rather undesirable, although possibly the county would assume their 
responsibilities, and we could through cooperative action with the city 
and county probably do something about it. 

Chairman Youne. What are the sanitary facilities, in the colony 
at the present time? 

City Manager Carrer. There is a sewer line within 500 feet of the 
colony which will be brought in at any time the Indians want to im- 
prove the property. That agreement was made 20 years ago. We 
affirmed it 2 years ago with the } present council. 

Mr. Assorr. Would that be of sufficient capacity, Mr. Carter, to 
serve their needs? 

City Manager Carrer. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ansorr. Existing needs? 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. 

Mr. Apssorr. In terms of your expression of opinion, has the tribe 
to your knowledge, or the group, been consulted on some of these points 
you are making? 

City Manager Carrer. Oh, yes, many times. We have jad- 

Mr. Anrorr. By representatives of the city and county? 

City Manager Carrer. Yes. On three occasions during the past 2 
years the Elko City Council members have attended the TeMoak 
Council] meetings at Lee. On two or three occasions the council have 
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attended meetings, the Elko Council, have attended meetings. I have 
had meetings in Elko with the chamber of commerce groups. The 
TeMoak Council has been in complete accord with wanting to improve 
the district. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you know whether or not the Indian agency has 
taken a position as to their readiness, within your own personal 
knowledge ? 

City Manager Carrer. No; I don’t know what the attitude of the 
Indian agency is. The district office, I believe, or the regional office in 
Phoenix—I have never met anyone but the fieldman and Mr. Ladd, 
Mr. Bobo, who don’t have complete authority to ever pin the Indian 
service down to anything. 

Congressman Rnopes. Off the record. 

(Off-the-record discussion. ) 

Mr. Assorr. I think for an observation in the record it may be of 
interest that in response to a resolution of the 82d Congress, and again 
of the 83d Congress—it was House Resolution 89—under a heading, 
“A list of groups which in the opinion of the field are ready for com- 
plete withdrawal of our responsibility for services and termination 
of trusteeship and able to assume these responsibilities,’ among 
the groups listed is the colony under discussion here. Your com- 
ments would suggest the tribal membership, of whom, I believe, some 
are present, should be able to comment on their position with respect 
to termination. 

(City Manager Carter nods head. ) 

Mr. Jex. Mr. Carter, I don’t remember it having been stated here, 
but I think it would be interesting for the committee to know approxi- 
mately how many people now live in the Elko Colony ? 

City Manager Carrer. I imagine 15 to 18 families, something like 
that. 

‘ Mr. Jex. Of those 15 to 18 families, approximately how many of 
them are of the group that you would designate as infirm or aged? 
City Manager Carrer. More than half. 
Mr. Jex. Of those who are competent to manage their own af- 
' ; fairs and obtain employment are there any outstanding members of 
the group who you feel are competent to manage this property ? 

City Manager Carter. Yes, I know there are; yes. 

Mr. Jex. Wouldn’t it be just as advisable to place this property 
in the management of those individuals for the good of an organ- 
ization which could be formed under their direction rather than to 
substitute, as has been suggested here, the Lee agency for the Indian 
Bureau. 

City Manager Carrer. Fine, yes. That idea would be all right. 

Mr. Jex. I just throw it out for you to think about for the fact 
it has been suggested through the hearings just completed in Wash- 
ington that the aim of this is to cut down governmental intermeddling 
and allow these people when they are competent to get some of the 
experience of managing this because it is the only way in which they 
are going to learn to manage their own affairs. : 

City Manager Carrer. There are two or three very responsible 
Indian families living in the colonly now who are capable of manag- 
ing their own affairs. They would be perfectly competent to manage 
that colony for the rest of the Indians providing they have the author- 
ity, you see. 
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Mr. Jex. I have no further questions. 

Chairman Youne. Any other questions ? 

Congressman Ruopes. No questions. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much, Mr. Carter. We appreci- 
ate your coming over from Elko to testify. 

Is there anyone here who is a representative of the Elko colony? 
Is there anyone here from the Elko colony who wishes to testify with 
respect to inclusion in this bill ? 

(G pa man rises in the audience. ) 

Leo J. Puccrneiui, representative from the TeMoak group: Mr. 
Young, I represent the TeMoak group. 

Chairman Youne. I was just going to come to that. Are you the 
representative from the TeMoak group ? 

Mr. Puccrnetui. Yes. Apparently there seems to be a difference 
of opinion as to who is running the Elko colony, the TeMoak—— 

Chairman Younc. Do you want to testify ? 

Mr. Pucctnetit. Yes, I would, very much. 

Chairman Youne. Would you come forward, please. 

For the record, you better be sure to spell ye Pe name. 

Mr. Pucetnetnt. That is unfair. Leo J. Puceinelli, P-u-e-c-i- 
n-e-]-]-i. 

Chairman Youne. You are an attorney ? 

Mr. Pucctneuut. T am an atterney at law from Flko, Nev. 

[ would, before going too far, like to apologize before I start in ~ 
I have just recently been associated with the TeMoak group, and : 
result of that I haven’t had the opportunity to go as fully into the 
entire matter as it deserves. However, in talking to the individuals 
who came to my office, of whom one is Frank TeMoak, the present chief 
of the TeMoak Tribe, I have been informed by him and the other 
members of the group that there is and has been for some time last past 
a mistake made as to who is and who is not the TeMoak group. Now, as 
T understand it, just a few moments ago, in going to the map, the South 
Fork, which is sometimes called Lee, was referred to as the TeMoak 
group. The Chief TeMoak himself says that he has not jurisdiction 
whatsoever over that particular area. 

Congressman Ropes. At Lee? 

Mr. Pucctnetir. At Lee. Now, I may be wrong, but that is what I 
get from my own group. 

Chairman Youne. Where did he claim his areas were located ? 

Mr. Pucctnetit. Ruby group, and not to be confused with Lee. 

Mr. Ansorr. Mr. Chairman, for the sake of some clarification here, 
we have addressed to the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
June 23, 1953, a report headed, “TeMoak Tribal Organization.” It 
indicates that this organization is under the western Shoshone sub- 
agency ; the reporting unit, Nevada; and points out in the heading of 
this particular report, “Organization, TeMoak—Elko Colony Not 
Included,”. It then points out that the original intent was th: at this 
tribal organiz: ition would include South F ork : as well as many scattered 
groups and colonies; for a number of reasons, including a lack of inter- 
est; all have become inactive except the South Fork. Therefore, this 
report covers only South Fork. 

Are we talking about the same thing when we say South Fork? 
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Mr. Puccrnetur. When you are talking about South Fork, as I 
understand it, you are talking about Lee. When you are talking about 
Ruby—— 

Mr. Asporr. Could I carry this just a step further? This reference 
to tribal membership of 143, does that ring a bell ? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. We have—just a moment, let me get my files. 

Chairman Younc. Where does the chief have his jurisdiction under 
the TeMoak council? Does he live in the Ruby Valley Reservation ? 

Mr. Puccrnenui. There again you are using the TeMoak Council. 
In the past you have been referring to the TeMoak Council over Lee, 
but Chief TeMoak, present right here now—for perhaps purposes, as 
far as from a supervisory standpoint, or whatever you want to call 
him—has never been in Lee for all his life. 

Mr. Asporr. Mr. Puccinelli, as an attorney, there has been handed 
to me the constitution and bylaws, TeMoak, Western Shoshone Indians 
of Nevada, approved August 94, 1938; article I reads as follows 
[reading ] : 

The territory of the TeMoak Band of Western Shoshone Indians shall include 
the lands within the Elko colony and Reservations or colony sites oceupied by 
Indians of the TeMoak Band of Western Shoshone. They shall be made part 
of such territory by majority vote of Indians residing therein. Any other lands 
heretofore or hereafter acquired by Western Shoshone or by the United States 
in trust for said tribe—— 

What does that language suggest to you? Is it outdated? 

Mr. Pucctnetii. No, I say it suggests this to me, that there have 
been differences of opinions among the Indians themselves. Some 
groups within the Indian tribes have banded themselves together. 
They have referred to and are using the name TeMoak Band of 

Indians, but the TeMoak family itself did not go along with them. 

Mr. Anesorr. Can you be a little more specific as to date? This is 
1938. I ssume that the constitution and bylaws came under the 
Wheeler-Howard Act? 

Mr. Puccrnetii. As I say now, and I apologized beforehand, I 
haven’t had enough time to go into this. I do not have the exact date 
the Lee area was set aside, and incidentally, the TeMoak family and 

. the TeMoak Tribes refer to the Lee group as the self-governing In- 
dians. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me one thing is 
very evident. The Elko colony is not represented. We don’t know 

: who is represented, but I suggest we ask the witness now who he is 
representing and leave the question of who isn’t represented to become 
purely academic. 

Mr. Assorr. That is correct. We now know who you are not repre- 
senting. [Laughter | 

Mr. Puccrnetui. Yes, that is right. It came about in this way. 
When the testimony of Mr. Carter was being given and he was refer- 

ring to the Lee Indians or the Lee Council having jurisdiction over the 
Elko colony, I at that time—it surprised me when he used that state- 
ment, and I asked my own group with whom I was sitting, “Is that 
true?” 

Congressman Ruopgs. All right, Mr. Puccinelli, who are you repre- 
senting ? 

Mr. Puccrnetit. The TeMoak Band of Ruby Valley Shoshone In- 
dians., 
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Chair Youna. They are included in the bill? 

Mr. Pucctnenir. They are included in the bill, as I take it, because 
you were referring—you are referring to Ruby Valley in your H. R. 
7552. 

Chairman Youne. Could anybody from the Bureau here straighten 
this out ? 

Mr. Lapp. Mr. Chairman, the constitution that you have up there 
originated in Elko. Later the TeMoak—or South Fork—voted to 
come in under the Ayers ranch group. The TeMoak Council—I refer 
to TeMoak Council, the one the constitution covers, Ruby Valley In- 
dians, where the TeMoak family lives—were not inte rested in the Lee 
or the TeMoak Council with headquarters at Lee, have never at- 
tempted to exercise any authority over the Ruby Valley group of Te- 
Moak Indians. They are all the TeMoak Bands, and parts of them 
have affiliated together under the constitution, but Ruby Valley has 
not. 

Congressman Ruopes. For the record, for the purpose of this bill, 
then, when you say Ruby Valley you are not talking about the Chief 
TeMoak Tribe at all ? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. Youare. Who else? 

Mr. Lapp. Elko came in. Elko colony is not mentioned in there, 
but Mr. Carter was discussing the Elko colony which is a member 
under the TeMoak Council. We got a little bit out of place here. 

Mr. Assorr. Was he merging—is there no relationship between 
Chief TeMoak and the TeMoak Bands of Western Shoshone Indians ? 

Mr. Lapp. Except his group and Ruby Valley are one of the TeMoak 
Bands, literally speaking, but not under the constitution listed as such. 

Mr. Assorr. Insofar as the chartering is concerned they are not a 
part of it? 

Congressman Ruopes. For the purpose of 7552 who are we talking 
about ? 

Mr. Lapp. Ruby Valley. 

Congressman Ruopes. Chief TeMoak ? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. Ruby Valley; not South Fork, not Elko col- 
ony, not Lee, but Ruby Valley and Chief TeMoak ? 

Mr. Lapp. Mr. Carter was talking specifically about the Elko 
Council. 

Chairman Youna. Are there two councils? One at Lee and Chief 
Te-Moak’s jurisdiction in Ruby Valley? 

Mr. Lapp. Ruby Valley recognizes Chief Te-Moak as the leader. 
They have always been that way. They have had a chief. The rest 
of the Te-Moak Band operates under a constitution. 

Congressman Ruopes. The people Mr. Carter is talking about are 
not under 7552? 

Mr. Lapp. No. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Puccinelli and Chief Te-Moak are the 
Ruby Valley people of 7552? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes. 

Congressman Ruonpes. I see. 

Chairman Youne. You are not testifying with respect to the colony 
at Elko at all? 
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Mr. Puccrnetit. Yes, I am. We are getting around to that very 
slowly. As I said, when Mr. Carter was up here testifying I asked, 
“Is that true?” They said, “No.” Most or part of our group is in 
the Elko colony, therefore coming under Chief Te-Moak. 

Mr. Aspotr. Mr. Puccinelli, we have what is headed a resolution 
of the governing body of the Te-Moak Band of the Western Shoshone 
Indians of Nevada. 

Mr. Pucctnetut. Don’t confuse them now. 

Mr. Assorr. Now, | am merely going to quote language. The con- 
fusion comes when we compare the language with the statements you 
have just made. | Reading:| 

Be it Resolved 
or 
Whereas the TeMoak Tribal Council is the governing body of the Elko Colony 


This isn’t my “Whereas” you understand. 

Mr. Puccinetui. I understand. 

Mr. Aspgorr. It is signed Lillian Garcia, secretary, approved March 
1, 1945, signed Burton A. Ladd, Wesley T. Bob. 


RESOLUTION OF THE GOVERNING Bopy OF THE TE-MOAK BANDS OF THE WESTERN 
SHOSHONE INDIANS OF NEVADA (AN INDIAN CHARTERED CORPORATION ) 


Whereas this corporation is an Indian chartered corporation as defined by 
the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934, and under its charter, consti- 
tution, and bylaws has full authority to make and perform contracts; and 

Whereas the Te-Moak Tribal Council is the governing body of the Elko 
colony, and other individuals enrolled under the Te-Moak Band: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Te-Moak Tribal Council has no objections, and hereby 
grants permission for the people living in the Elko colony, any other group, or 
individual within the Te-Moak Bands to withdraw from the jurisdiction and 
supervision of the Te-Moak Tribal Council and come under the provisions as 
stipulated in H. R. 7552; thereby, receiving benefits through patented fee titles 
to land, homes, and sales of surplus land; and be it further 

Resolwed, That those individuals receiving benefits from fee patents, and/or 
proceeds from sales under the provisions of H. R. 7552 will not be eligible for 
adoption or assignments of land under the jurisdiction of the Te-Moak Tribal 
Council at Lee, Nev.; and be it further 

Resolved, That neither the Te-Moak Tribal Council, nor any of the regularly 
enrolled members or assignees living on the South Fork Indian Reservation at 
Lee, Nev., and Odgers Ranch, will make any claim on the benefits received 
through patented fee title to land, homes, or sale of surplus land within the 
confines designated as the Elko Indian colony, or any other land designated 
as allotted land. 


CERTIFICATION 


I, the undersigned, as secretary of the Te-Moak Bands of Western Shoshone 
Indians of South Fork Reservation, hereby certify that the business council of 
the corporation is composed of a tribal chief and four members, of whom 4 were 
present, constitutes a quorum, at a meeting thereof duly and regularly called, 
noticed and convened, and held this 26th day of February 1954; that the fore- 
going resolution was duly adopted at such meeting by the affirmative vote of 4 
of the eligible voters; and that said resolution has not been rescinded in any way. 

Dated this 26th day of February 1954. 

Approved: March 1, 1954. 

(Signed) Lir1ran GarRcta, 
Secretary of the above Indian Chartered Corporation. 
(Signed) Burron A. Lapp, 
Superintendent, 
By (Signed) Westey T. Bozo. 
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Mr. Pucctnetut. As I say, I have come into the thing recently. I 
am only governed by what my group tells me. 

Chairman Youne. Why don’t you present the testimony. We can 
straighten out the jurisdiction later on. 

Mr. Poccinetut. Perhaps I should. 

Chairman Youne. I don’t think it is too important to know the 
general area, 

Mr. Pucctnetut. Perhaps I should reserve what I have to say when 
we come to the formal presentation of it, when you are referring to 
the Ruby Valley Indians themselves. 

Chairman Younc. We can take it up at that time, but if you think 
you are authorized to speak on behalf of the people of Elko Colony 
we would like to have your position in the record close to the testimony 
of Mr. Carter. Do you have anything to add to what he presented? 

Mr. Puccrnetut. No, I think perhaps if I have done nothing more, 
I have succeeded in clarifying a few confusing points. 

Mr. Pucctnetxr. I want to use this time and the time I come back 
again to clear up a few things myself which I think is going to be 
necessary for everyone’s benefit. 

Chairman Youna. Is there anybody here who represents the 
TeMoak Council having any jur isdiction over the Indians at Elko 
colony? We have in our possession here a resolution by the TeMoak 
Council, which suggests they recognize some jurisdiction. In the 
resolution they renounce any ties to the Elko colony. It says, “As 
far as the governing body of the TeMoak Band of Western Shoshone 
Indians in Nevada, the Elko colony can come under the provisions of 
1552.” 

Is there anybody—Is Miss Garcia here ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youna. Is anybody here from the governing body of 
the TeMoak Band of Western Shoshone Indians of Nevada, a char- 
tered corporation ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youne. If not—Mr. Ladd, could you shed any light on 
this confusing situation ? 

Mr. Lapp. Mr. Chairman, I attempted to once. I wonder if Mr. 
Bobo could do a better job than I have. Oh, he has just stepned out. 
No, here he is. 

Chairman Youne. We will go on to the next witness. 

Mr. Asgorr. No, he is here. 

Chairman —— Could you shed any light on this, Mr. Bobo? 

Mr. Bozo. I don’t think I can, no more than Mr. Ladd just said. 
The TeMoak Band in its origination originated from the Ruby Valley, 
from the history and what records that I can find on it. Then under 
the Reorganization Act when they were adopting the constitution and 
bylaws the corporate charter was ratified December 12, 1938, and 
in that, why, the TeMoak group at Lee, Nev., adopted the consti- 
tution and bylaws, and at that time the Elko colony also came in 
with the group, and in the rehabilitating loans to follow all of my 
records show that the TeMoak Council was the governing body over 
the group of Elko colony. 

Chairman Youna. It is a very interesting subject, but I think we 
better, in the interest of time, go on to the ‘Carson Colony. We can 
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pursue the TeMoak jurisdiction at a little later time in the afternoon 
or tomorrow morning. 

Is there anyone here who is a representative of the Carson colony ? 

(Gentleman comes forward from the audience. ) 

JoHN FRanxK (representative from the Carson colony), Chairman 
Young and several Representatives, I am John Frank representing the 
Carson Indian colony. 

Congressman Ruopres. What is the name, sir? 

Mr. Frank. John Frank. 

Mr. Ansorr. Are you authorized, Mr. Frank, to appear to represent 
the Carson colony ? 

Mr. Frank. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you have any official capacity with it # 

Mr. Frank. I have just got the little piece of paper here from the 
people in the colony. They told me to present it before you people. 

Mr. Apnpsorr. Fine. 

Mr. Frank. Do you want me to read it, or do you want it? 

Mr. Assorr. Would you like to make an oral statement in addition 
to the statement you are submitting ? 

Mr. Frank. No, that is all we have there. 

Mr. Asporr. Can we establish where this colony is? 

Mr. Franx. It is all written on there. About a mile and a half, 
I guess, on the south side of Carson. 

(Document given to chairman by Mr. Frank.) 


CARSON INDIAN CoLony, CARSON City, NEV. 


A parcel of land consisting of 160 acres more or less located 1144 miles south 
and west of Carson City on Highway 395 in Ormsby County, Nev. Which is 
officially known and recognized as the Carson Indian colony. This colony has 
18 private homes and 4 one-room cabins for old pension people to live in. There 
are 38 people of voting age on the official roll. 

In 1935, under the superintendency of Alida C. Bowler, 4 small 1-room cabins 
were built for the aged people. We obtain our water supply from a man-dug 
spring on the upper west side of the colony. The water flow of this spring 
when properly developed would be sufficient to supply our needs for domestic 
purposes. As time goes on, loose earth falls into the antiquated supply line from 
the spring causing breakage and consequently choking off the water coming from 
the spring. If we could have some financial or mechanical aid to redevelop this 
source of water to its full value of flow it would fulfill our needs. It was sug- 
gested by engineers that by new economical methods our problems would be 
solved by means of electrical pumps and a large storage tank which would be 
above the pump on the hill. From this tank water mains would take the water 
to two main water mains. This would increase the volume of water as well 
as serving domestic and fire services. The reason for this is domestic and fire 
purposes. Sewer systems were also added and if possible could be composed 
of a small disposal septic tank. We also have a “dry well” which is charged 
to the colony for $5,000, and it is asked that this charge be canceled. 

If material and equipment is furnished, labor will be furnished by the colony 
residents. 


Mr. Jrex. Is the Carson colony organized under Wheeler-Howard ? 

Mr. Frank. We come under the Washoe Tribe. That is Dressler. 
That is just a branch off from the regular Washoe Tribe. There is 
just a few of us live in the colony. 

Mr. Aprorr. You are not an organized or chartered corporate 
tribe ? 

Mr. Frank. No, we are not organized. 

Chairman Youne. Are you generally in favor of this legislation, 
Mr. Frank? 
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Mr. Frank. Yes, if we get a little help from what we ask there. 
Chairman Youna. In regard to the water and the sewage facilities? 
Mr. Frank. Yes, that is it. 
Chairman Younc. How many members of the colony are there at 
the present time ? 

Mr. Frank. It saysso on that paper, what we are. 

Mr. Ansorr. 38 people of voting age. Do you have the total popu- 
lation 7 

Mr. Frank. That isit. 

Congressman Ruopes. From the record the figures of the Indian 
Service show 52 persons enrolled, that there are 26 over 18 and 26 
under 18. Now, 1 don’t know how recent those figures are. 

Mr. Frank. Mr. Ladd, you got that? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes. 

Mr. Frank. Well, we counted the 38 there that we took the names 
of. They supposed to be in voting age. 

Mr. Jex. Off the record. 

(Off-the-record discussion. ) 

Mr. Jex. The ap yproximi ite figure isn’t in too much dispute ? 

Mr. Frank. That isthe names we have got just lately. 

Mr. Jex. A year ago it might have been 26, though ? 

Mr. Frank. It may be. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have a mixture of Paiute and Washoes? 

Mr. Frank. We have. 

Chairman Youne. Did you anticipate any difficulty in establishing 
a tribal roll ? 

Mr. Frank. I don’t think we have any difficulty in that. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea how much mone y it would 
cost to take care of the improvements you recommend ? 

Mr. Frank. Well, we have no estimate what it would cost us because 
if they give us that grant we could soon get the estimate on it. 

Mr. Assorr. Your needs include, then, Mr. Frank, a development 
of the well you presently have there ? 

Mr. Frank. It is a man-dug well. It isn’t a well; it is a man- 
due tunnel into the side of a hill. That is where we get our water 
from. And it is partly caved in. That is what we ask for, if vou 
could give us a little help on that; we would do the work if you would 
buy the material and give us a little help from the Agency. We would 
be willing to do the work. 

Mr. Anrorr. Do you have an estimate of the cost ? 

Mr. Frank. No, we have not. 

Mr. Apsrorr. Now, you refer to a “dry well which was charged to 
the colony” for $5.000. : ’ 

Mr. Frank. That was dug there somewhere along—what year was 
that. Mr. Ladd? 

Mr. Lapp. Before my time. 

Vorcr From THE FLOOR. About °40 or ’41. 

Mr. Frank. 1941. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you have a charge against the tribe for this well? 

Mr. Frank. As long as—What was that? As long as the Govern- 
ment held the land we would not be charged against the well. 

Mr. Lapp. I believe you are familiar with that, the irrigation reim- 
bursement. It isthe Levitt Act. 
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Mr. Aspsorr. Does that embrace dry wells? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes. 

Mr. Frank. Must be a dry well because there is no water coming 
out. 

Mr. Ansorr. Maybe it isn’t supposed to flow until the Levitt Act 1s 
repealed—— 

Mr. Frank. It may be. 

Mr. Assorr. You understand the Secretary under the Levitt Act 
has authority to cancel charges ? 

Mr. Frank. That is what we would like to ask. 

Mr. Ansorr. You would like to encourage him to cancel that? 

Mr. Frank. We ask them to cancel that so we wouldn’t have to pay 
it. 

Mr. Assorr. Your problems—from your statement and the state- 
ment here—don’t appear to be too great. Now, is this statement ap 
proved by your group? 

Mr. Frank. That is it. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any other questions? Do you have 
anything further you would like to tell the committee? 

Mr. Frank. No, nothing further. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much for appearing to testify. 

Mr. Frank. I have a fellow representative, Mr. Bender. When you 
talk to him you will have to talk loud because he can’t hear very good. 

Mr. Assorr. Is he a member of your colony ¢ 

Mr. Frank. Yes. 

Chairman Young. Is he authorized to speak for your colony ? 

Mr. Frank. Yes, sir. 

Manuel Bender, member town council, Carson colony: Manuel 
Bender, town council, Carson colony. 

Mr. Agsorr. Mr. Bender, are you authorized to speak for this 
group / 

Mr. Benper. Carson colony? Yes, on the resolution that was 
adopted at a meeting we had. 

Mr. Ansorr. Mr. Bender, you understand we are rather pressed for 
time. do you not? Do you have some material you would like to sub- 
mit and perhaps sum up as briefly as possible any comments you 
may have on the statement of Mr. Frank who preceded you? Could 
you sum up briefly what you have to say and perhaps submit a written 
statement if you want to add something to that ? 

Mr. Benper. I guess so. 

This resolution is dated March 15, 1954, signed by John Frank, 
chairman, Harold Ruben, member, Manuel Bender, member, which 
was passed after the discussion and a poll by our chairman of the in- 
dividual members present. They stated their opinions, and the reasons 
why our people think this resolution should be held up. If I am re- 
peating anything that Mr. Frank has brought out I hope you will 
make allowances because of my hearing deficiency. 

This resolution that we adopted says [reading] : 


RESOLUTION No. 2 OF THE CARSON COLONY Town CoUNCIL 


Preamble: In the interests of assigned and tribal membership of the Carson 
Indian colony and presentation of composite opinion and sentiment concerning 
Representative Clifton Young’s House Resolution 7552 on file in Congress, in re- 
sponse to invitation of said Congressman for interested groups and parties to 
communicate their opinions to him, the membership of the Carson Indian colony 
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as one of the colonies involved at an official meeting have expressed their disap- 
proval and authorized their duly elected councilmen to draft a resolution con- 
demning House Resolution 7552 as anachronistic and unrealistic and without 
benefit of consultation with the citizens and without prior approval of proficient 
investigation embodied in said House Resolution 7552: 

“And whereas Representative Clifton Young of Nevada has introduced in Con- 
gress House Resolution 7552 seeking termination of Federal control over Indian 
wards and lands, that said bill was introduced at the instigation and misrepre- 
sentation by the Bureau of Indian Affairs, that Representative Young has gone 
on record as saying he personally conducted on-the-spot interviews 

Mr. Assorr. Mr. Bender, could I interrupt you a moment, please? 
Is that the last expression of opinion of the Carson colony? There 
is no date on the other one, but it was my understanding that the 
gentleman who preceded you was giving the committee members their 
current views on this legislation. The statement that you are now 
making reflects a rather considerable departure from an expression 
just had from the chairman of the group. 

Mr. Benper. This isn’t admissible; is that it? 

Mr. Asrorr. What I am trying to get into focus, it is admissible—— 

Mr. Benper. Yes. 

Mr. Arnorr. If it reflects a past view it is more interesting than 
relevant. 

Congressman Ruopers. Just a moment, George. Mr. Frank said 
that he was for the bill except that he wanted us to fix the water 
supply. 

Mr. Bennver. Yes, sir. 

Congressman Ruopes. Now you are saying that the council is 
against the bill. 

Mr. Benper. That is what the resolution they adopted, but—that 


is 





Congressman Ruopes. Was this resolution adopted before this one? 

Mr. Benpver. No; this came later. 

Congressman Ruopes. Thisisa later resolution ? 

Mr. Benpver. Yes, uh-huh. Well, that—I wouldn’t say it was ex- 
actly a resolution because it wasn’t referred to membership. It was 
drawn up at an informal meeting. 

Congressman Rnoprs. Of the council ? 

Mr. Benver. Yes, yes. 

Congressman Ruopres. Now, was this resolution referred to all of 
the members of the colony ? 

Mr. Benver. Yes, uh-huh, yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. This was not referred to all of the members 
of the colony ? 

Mr. Benver. Mr. Frank can answer that. 

Congressman Raopes. Mr. Frank, I will ask you a question. Was 
this resolution referred to all of the members ? 

Mr. Frank. That is the latest one, that one there. 

Congressman Ruopes. It was referred to all of the members of the 
colony ? 

Mr. Frank. We had a meeting and read it to all of the members. 
They approved that. 

Congressman Ruopes. Was this resolution of Mr. Bender’s ap- 
proved prior to this, or was it approved ? 

_ Mr. Frank. That is when we got mixed up, the one Mr. Bender 
is reading to you now. We asked Mr. Ladd, our representative. 
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You explained that tous. Dll get you talking a little bit. ; 

Congressman Ruopes. Do you have any light to shed on this? 

Mr. Lapp. That resolution was presented and it was later taken up 
at a different meeting, and the people said they were thoroughly 
confused, didn’t know what they were passing. They wanted to re- 
scind that and substitute the other. 

Mr. Assorr. When you say “rescind” you are referring to the March 
15, 1954, resolution, rescind the earlier resolution ? 

Mr. Lapp. That is right, and adopt this. 

Congressman Ruopes. Were you at the meeting where this reso- 
lution was adopted ? 

Mr. Benper. No. 

Congressman Ruopes. You were not there ? 

Mr. Benper. No, but Mr. Frank, he came after me the same evening. 

Congressman Ruoprs. Have you read this resolution ? 

Mr. Benwer. Yes, I have read the whole thing. 

Congressman Ruoprs. Do you approve of this resolution ? 

Mr. Benper. Yes, that is one of the main stands of our member- 
ship there, that if we could get that accomplished, then we would 
take chances with some of the things which we think should be accom- 
plished facts before we turn our people loose. 

Congressman Ruopes. Is that your personal opinion now? Do you 
believe that if the water system situation is taken care of that then 
this bill would be a good bill? Would you be for the bill? 

Mr. Brenper. Yes, subject to some changes that I would like to 
suggest. 

Congressman Ruopes. Why don’t you suggest them and not read 
the statement. 

He can submit the statement for the record. 

Why don’t you testify orally as to the changes you would like to 
have made before you would approve it. 

Mr. Benper. Let this go for the time being. 

Congressman Ruopes. I would like to let it go. Submit it for the 
record, if you wish. 

Mr. Benper. All right, yes, sir, uh-huh. 

Suggestions I would like to make in regard to this bill is where this 
bill is construed to be a blanket legislation covering the six colonies 
and the two ranch groups, I would like to make the suggestion that 
the different groups be given the right to determine—the right of 
option of assent to parliamentary action of duly recognized councils 
by process of plebiscite ; deadlocked cases to be referred to the Nevada 
Tole Commission. 

I will go into details of the Nevada Indian Commission later be- 
cause this spirit of this termination program, the objective of this 
termination program is to terminate Federal trusteeship over that 
group or that tribe of Indians which are ready to embark as full citi- 
zens without any powers set aside that would benefit them that would 
not benefit the citizens as a whole. 

Congressman Ruopes. Are you in favor of termination of Federal 
trusteeship ¢ 

Mr. Benpver. Of the State commission ? 

Congressman Ruopes. No. Are you personally in favor of ter- 
minating Federal trusteeship over these Indians? 
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Mr. ey Yes. For the time being, yes, until our people are 
ready, because a cross-section of our people, what the people have said 
themselves, out of 16 families there are only 2 families who are con- 


sidered to be able to proceed on their own. These people have 
attained their own job stability that they would be able to pay their 
taxes, pay their hospital costs, medical expenses and all other 


expenses, the obligations of full citizens. The rest of our people, 
myself included, are dependent upon season type of work and in this 
particular area around Carson City there, that area is not industrial 
area, and it is not a farming area. It isn’t predominantly a farming 
area. And also this mining is not anything that our people could fall 
back upon, outside of these big operations, so for that reason it is the 
opinion of most of the people that have spoken to me about it that 
they would nar trouble meeting the tax assessments, and in the event 
they have to go to hospitals, that they would have trouble getting 
enough money to enable their entrance into the hospitals. 

That also brings in this hospital question on this Indian commis- 
sion that I want to go into. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Bender, the chairman announced that 
each individual would have only 15 minutes, and you have consumed 
15 minutes. Could you write your statement and send it to the com- 
mittee to be included in the record ? 

Mr. Benner. All these things I want to bring up here. 

Congressman Ruopes. Your time is up. 

Mr. Benper. Yes, I understand. 

Congressman Ruopes. So if you would write your statement and 
send it to Congressman Young it will be included in the report. 

Mr. Benper. Yes, sir. 

Congressman Ruopes. Is that satisfactory for you ? 

Mr. Benver. Yes,sir. O. K., then. 

Congressman Ruopes. Thank you. 

Mr. Benver. Also I have some other matters that I would like to 
take up after the others have been heard, representatives from the 
other colonies. 

Congressman Ruopes. If there is time you will be given that 
privilege. 

Mr. Benner. Yes,sir. <All right, that is all right. 

Mr. Asnorr. Could we have a copy of that March 15 resolution, Mr. 
Bender, for our files ? 

Mr. Benver. Do you have a copy of that resolution ? 

Mr. Anporr. I believe Congressman Young has one in his files. Do 
you have another copy of that available 4 

Mr. Lapp. No, we don't. 

Mr. Apnsorr. Because we have referred to it frequently in the 
transcript. 

Mr. Benprer. One to Young and one to the Chairman, Mr, Miller. 

Congressman Ruopes. I see. 

Mr. Benper. It should be on file. 

Congressman Ruopes. Is there anyone else who desires to speak for 
the Carson ¢ olony ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Young. Is there anyone who desires to speak from the 
city of Carson or the county ? 
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Mr. Frank. The only one we have left is our county commissioner. 

Congressman Ruopes. Fine. 

Mr. Armstrone. Don Armstrong, county commissioner, Ormsby 
County, Nev. 

Mr. Jex. Give us that a little louder. 

Mr. Armstrong. Don Armstrong. 

Congressman Ropes. County commissioner, sir? 

Mr. Armstrrone. County commissioner, Ormsby County. Iam also 
a member of the welfare board. 

Mr. Jex. State welfare ? 

Mr. Armsrrona. Yes. 

nd as far as our main interest from the county is both in regard 
to welfare and the education. See, in both instances we are getting 
or the Indian themselves—are getting grants, and the schools get 
$3,000 a year grant from the colony itself. Now, that may not sound 
like much in the larger counties, but we are struggling with a valuation 
over there of less than $514 million at this time, so, well, $3,000 means a 
a lot to our schools and to our budget in the county, and we believe on 
the welfare side of that, which has been explained here today—which 
we didn’t know the first time we spoke of this that you do under this 
bill propose to go on for a number of years—isn’t that right ? 

Mr. Assorr. No, the bill does not propose that. There are certain 
provisions made for persons who are incapacitated by reason of age or 
otherwise, and it leaves rather broad authority in the Secretary to 
arrange for their care, but I think on the contrary. The question has 
been asked where the county said, “No, we can not take on this load. 
Would a graduated fall-off be desirable’, but not within the language 
of the bill as it is now proposed. 

Mr. Armstrone. Well, certainly from the standpoint of Ormsby 
County we would prefer to have a fall-off of quite some period. 

Mr. Anssorr. Are you now collecting taxes from these people? 

Mr. Armstrona. No. 

Mr. Aspsorr. Do you have any idea what the annual cash income 
approximates / 

Mr. Armstrone. No, I haven't, personally. I have no way of verify- 
ing that. 

Congressman Ruopes. For the record, the Indian Service figure is 
$2,106.24 per family. Would you think that might be fairly accurate? 

Mr. Armstrong. Well, I believe Johnny Frank here could well 
verify that. May I ask him that question ? 

Mr. Jex. Surely. Mr. Frank. 

Mr. Armstronc. What do you think, John? 

Congressman Ruopes. The figure of the Indian Service is $2,115 
for the average family income for the Carson colony. Is this about 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Frank. That is about correct. 

Congressman Ruopes. Thank you, Mr. Frank. 

Mr. Armstrone. So actually that is about all we have from the 
county standpoint. We would like to see that on a sliding scale so 
that we would have a chance to work it in year after year without 
budgets. 

Mr. Assorr. When you refer to that you are referring to the John- 
son-O’Malley contract particularly ? 
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Mr. Jex. That is the schools? 

Mr. Armsrrona. Yes. 

Mr. Asporr. You see, most of the comments and, I believe, the com- 
ments made by the members have included this with respect to previ- 
ous hearings: where there is direct Federal reimbursement now under 
the Johnson-O’Malley contract arrangement it might be necessary in 
some instances to taper off those payments gradually, so there would 
not be the tax impact on services for which you are not presently being 
reimbursed. 

You wouldn’t suggest they initiate payments, would you ? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. W ell, there is only one thing. It brings this ques- 
tion to my mind. As far as the welfare of the Indians is concerned 
it is the fact that we do not have a dependent aid to dependent children 
bill in Nevada. I understand they are being well taken care of now. 
That would put individual counties in a tight spot if we had to assume 
it. 

Mr. Assorr. How many dependent people do you have there? How 
much welfare assistance have you had to give them ? 

Mr. Armstrone. There is 6 or 7, I be liev e, getting old-age assistance 
at the present time. And we did help one lady. She wasn’t living 
in the colony, though. She was living in town. In the colony, I 
guess, it is confined to 6 or 7 indigent cases. 

Isn’t that correct, Mr. Ladd, the indigent cases that we have out 
there at the colony ? 

Congressman Ruopes. The figures show there are 20 general assist- 
ance during 1953. 

Mr. Armstrona. Seems to me there were several. 

Mr. S1cter. There were several. 

Mr. Armstronc. There must be several. You are speaking of 
Indian Service direct ? 

Congressman Ruopes. Oh. 

Mr. Armstrone. Oh. Then Iam wrong. 

Congressman Ruoprs. To correct the record, the figure I was talking 
about. from general assistance is from the Indian Service, so there may 
be others on public assistance from health, education, welfare? 

Mr. Armstrone. Yes. That is the ones I was speaking of. 

Mr. Jex. Mr. Chairman, if I may, how many students do you have 
who go to the public schools from this Carson Colony ? 

Mr. Armstronc. Well, there must be—I haven’t got the exact figure 
on the children—but I believe there must be at least 15, anyhow, or 
more. 

Congressman Ruopes. Mr. Chairman, the figure is 22 in the fiscal 
year 1953, and 4 children attending Stewart Boarding School. 

Mr. Armstrone. Uh-huh. 

Chairman Youne. Children attending the Stewart Boarding 
School, are they orphans or from homes that are broken up? 

Mr. Armstrone. Probably Mr. Ladd can answer that better than 
Tecan. We do not have any authority over the Indian Colony in itself. 

Chairman Youne. Outside of the welfare aspect ? 

Mr. Armstrone. That is right. 


Chairman Youne. Do you generally favor the provisions of the 
bill? 
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Mr. Armsrrone. Yes, if it is turning back the land to those people; 
I believe it is proper if they do get out from under some of the loads 
that they are facing now. 

Chelanaads Youne. Do you think they can handle it if the land is 
conveyed to them? Do you think there is any danger unscrupulous 
people may try to sw indle them out of it? 

Mr. Armstrone. Well, speaking for the Carson colony, I don’t 
think they would. We have some pretty sharp boys out there. 

Congressman Ruopes. You say the State of Nevada does not have 
the welfare category of aid to dependent children ? 

Mr. Armsrrone. We do not have it, no. 

Congressman Ruopes. Have you attempted to take care of depend- 
ent children ? 

Mr. Armstrone. About the only assistance we have in the State 
of Nevada for orphan children is sending them to the orphans home, 
and while that is one way of taking care of them, I still believe the 
aid to dependent children w ould be much preferable in many 
instances. 

Chairman Young. Is there a very strong move to enact legislation 
for aid to dependent children ? 

Mr. Armsrrona. Yes, has been in the past and I believe also that 
move is being followed up to try to get a little more impetous behind 
it to get it over in the next legislature. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have anything else you would like to 
submit to the committee ? 

Mr. Armstrone. No. That isall I have. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Armstrone. Thank you. 

Chairman Youne. Is there anybody else from Ormsby County or 
Carson City would like to testify with respect to the Carson colony ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youne. If not, we will go on to the Las Vegas colony. 
Is there anyone from the Las Vegas colony would like to testify be- 
fore this committee. Mr. Gibson? 

Rosert O. Grsson. We have two ladies, Mrs. Smith and Mrs. 
Holmes. 

Chairman Youne. We would like them to come up and tell us 
about the colony if they would like. 

Mrs. Smith, would you like to come up ? 

Mr. Grsson. They are not organized. 

Chairman Youne. We can ask the question and bring out the in- 
formation. Why don’t you come up and tell us about the colony down 
there and what your problems are. 

(Lady comes forward from audience.) 

Chairman Youne. Will you give us your name. 

Mrs. ANona Hotmes. Anona Holmes. 

Chairman Youne. You live in the Las Vegas colony ? 

Mrs. Hotes. Yes. 

Chairman Youna. How long have you lived there? 

Mrs. Hormes. I lived there since I was a little kid. I was born 
there. 

Chairman Youne. Are you a member of the Paiute Tribe? 

Mrs. Houtmes. Yes. 

44734—54—pt. 10 6 
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Chairman Youne. About how many Indians live there, Mrs. 
Holmes? 

Mrs. Hotmes. I can’t even count them, how many live there, but 
we have just a few. 

Chairman Youne. Fifty perhaps or—— 

Mrs. Hotmes. I couldn’t tell you that. I don’t even count them. 

Chairman Youne. Have you had quite a few other Indians not 
natives of that area come in there to live on your colony land ¢ 

Mrs. Homes. No, never did live there, but always stop by my place 
and go on. 

Chairman YounG. Have they been a problem to the people that live 
there / 

Mrs. Houimes. No. 

Chairman Youne. As I understand the situation down there, you 
have land that is located within the city of Las Vegas. Is that not 
right ? 

Mrs. Houtmes. Uh-huh, that is right. 

Chairman Youna. Is that about 10 acres? 

Mrs. Hotmes. (Nodding head.) 

Chairman Youna. Is that the total amount? 

Mrs. Hotmes. (Nodding head.) Uh-huh. 

Chairman Younc. How many homes would you say are situated 
on this land ? 

Mrs. Houmes. I couldn’t tell you that because I can’t—I don’t re- 
member. I don’t go around to visit around to the houses. That is 
the only thing I don’t know. 

Chairman Young. Are there half a dozen families or a dozen 
families ? 

Mrs. Hotmes. I couldn’t tell you. 

Chairman Youne. What do you think of this bill generally? Are 
you familiar with the provisions of it in that it would give you a choice 
of several alternatives of either conveying the land to a trustee or 
forming a corporation or selling the land ‘and utilizing the proceeds 
for rehabilitation, of the Indians or perhaps subdividing the land ? 

Mrs. Houmes. Well, I couldn’t tell you that, though, but the old 
folks do, but I have—whatever they say. That would be all right. 
But I couldn’t—I couldn’t decide it myself. 

Chairman Youne. Well, no, we understand you don’t purport to 
be speaking for the others down there, but do you personally think 
it would be a good idea to perhaps dispose of the land and take the 
proceeds and buy houses elsewhere and get a place to live ? 

Mrs. Houmes. Well, how could we move the graveyard? That is 
only one thing I always think about, everybody was thinking about. 
Let them move. Wecannot. We cannot move the graveyard we got 
there. 

Chairman Youne. How big is the graveyard ? 

Mrs. Hotmes. Quite a number of them there. 

Chairman Youne. Would it cover an acre in size ? 

Mrs. Hotmes. Uh-huh. 

Chairman Youne. You still have quite a bit of land that isn’t 
covered by the graveyard, don’t you? 

Mrs. Hotmes. Uh-huh. I couldn’t tell you that, though. I don’t 
know anything. 
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Chairman Younc. Have conditions improved down there during 
the past 20 or 25 years since you first went to live in the colony? 
Has there been any improvement in living conditions in the houses 
and homes ? 

Mrs. Houtmes. Not very much. 

Chairman Young. Do you have a sewer system or water system ? 

Mrs. Hoitmes. No, don’t have no water system; our wells are kind 
of low. That is the only one thing. 

Chairman Younea. Do you have lights, electric lights ? 

Mrs. Hotmegs. No, we don’t have electric lights. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have a number of old people who are 
not able to work and care for themselves ? 

Mrs. Hotmes. Yes, uh-huh, just only a few old people. I had an 
aunt there living, very old. 

Chairman Young. Do you understand what this legislation does 
or would do? 

Mrs. Hotes. Yes, I understand. 

Chairman Young. Do you think it would be a good thing for the 
members of your colony ? 

Mrs. Hotmes. There is only one thing I couldn’t find out, you know, 
if what they say, I have to follow it, see. 

Chairman Youne. Well, you understand this is designed to help 
you people help yourselves. 

Mrs. Houtmes. (Nodding head.) 

Congressman Ruopes. ‘Do you understand, Mrs. Holmes, if you 
decide to sell some land that doesn’t mean you have to sell it all? 

Mrs. Hotmes Uh-huh. 

Congressman Ruopes. In other words, you wouldn’t have to sell 
the graveyard. You could leave the graveyard where it is, and if you 
and the rest of the members of the c olony thought it was best for you, 
you could sell the land all except the graveyard. 

Mrs. Hotmes. (Nodding head.) 

Congressman Ruoprs. Do you understand that, Mrs. Holmes? 

Mrs. Hoimes. Yes, I understand. 

Congressman Ruopes. Would there be any reluctance on your part 
or on the part of the rest of the colony to move away from there if 
you did sell the land provided the graveyard was left? 

Mrs. Hotes. Well, I couldn’t—well, anyway, there is things—only 
one thing, them people, we don’t even organize together. We don’t 
know what the thing is because I didn’t understand the way it was, 
but Mr. Gibson told—Brother Gibson asked me to come along, so 
I have come along. I have been working all the time. I work all 
the time. I don’t stay there very much. Sometimes I go up in Las 
Vegas to work somewheres. That is why I always come myself. I 
don’t want nobody to take care of me. I take care of my own. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any questions ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Younae. Thank you very much, Mrs. Holmes. 

Was the other lady Mrs. Smith? Would you like to testify ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youne. Wouldn’t you like to come forward and testify ? 

(Lady comes forward from the audience. ) 

Chairman Youne. Will you state your name, please. 

Mrs. Srenia Sairn. Las Vegas. Stela Smith. 
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Chairman Youne. Mrs. Smith? 

Mrs. Smiru. Yes. 

Chairman Youna. You live in the Las Vegas colony ? 

Mrs. Smiru. Uh-huh, yes. 

Chairman Youne. How long have you lived there, Mrs, Smith ? 

Mrs. Smiru. Twenty-three years. 

Chairman Youne. Do you understand what this legislation attempts 
to do? 

Mrs. Smiru. Yes, I think I do. 

Chairman Youne. Do you think it would be good legislation to be 
enacted for the Indians in the Las Vegas colony ? 

Mrs. Smiru. Pretty hard unless we have agreements. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have an organized town council there? 

Mrs. Smirn. We had a little but it didn’t go through. 

Chairman Youne. There isn’t any in existence now? 

Mrs. Smiru. No. 

Chairman Youna. Have conditions improved in the colony during 
the past 20 years? 

Mrs. Smiru. Very little. 

Chairman Youne. They are about the same as they were 20 years 
ago? 

Mrs. Smirn. Yes. 

Chairman Youns6. Do you think it would be a wise idea to sell 
part of that land, take the moneys realized and use that sum for buy- 
ing homes for the Indians or going toward the purchase of homes ? 

Mrs. Smirn. Well, we all have to make agreements on that. I 
couldn’t do it. I couldn’t say yes. 

Chairman Youne. Are you satisfied with conditions now on the 
colony land? Do you think things are the way you would like to 
see them in the colony now, or could you recommend any improve- 
ments ¢ 

Mrs. Smiru. Improvements, I guess. 

Chairman Youne. What improvements could you recommend or 
what changes would you like to see put into effect ? 

Mrs. Smirx. Water. 

Chairman Youne. Of course, that presupposes your staying in the 
colony and not selling part of the land. Supposing the land were 
fairly valuable and assuming that it is in the industrial area, do you 
think it would be wise to sell that, take the money and buy land 
in a residential area which wouldn’t be quite so expensive? And do 
you think it would be wise to use the excess money for the purpose 

of making downpayments on houses ? 

Mrs. Surrm. I don’t know. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any comments you would like to 
make on the bill or anything you would like to add to what Mrs. 
Holmes has already submitted ? 

Mrs. SmirH. Just the same thing what she said. 

Chairman Youne. About the same thing? 

Do you have any questions ? 

Congressman Ruopes. I have no questions. 

Mr. Jex. No questions. 

Chairman Young. Thank you very much for appearing before the 
committee. 


(Os Rin ENTE, 
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The Chair is in possession of a letter from Mr. Rounthwaite, the city 
manager of Las Vegas, in which they express approval of the gener: al 
principles of H. R. 7552, and if there is no objection I would like to 
have that inserted in the record at this point. 

(There was no objection. ) 


City or LAs Vecas, NeEv., April 14, 1954. 
Hon. A. L. MILLer, 
Chairman, House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
Chamber of Commerce Conference Room, 
State Building, Reno, Nev. 

DEAR Mr. MILLER: It has been suggested by both Congressman Cliff Young and 
Burton A. Ladd that we testify, either in person or by a written statement, at 
the hearing of the House Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs in Reno on 
April 16 and 17, in regard to the proposal to terminate Federal control of 6 
colonies and 2 Indian tribes in Nevada. 

At present the Las Vegas colony is a blight on our city and a disgrace to the 
Indians who reside there. Its sanitary facilities are deplorable; it is rampant 
with social diseases; and its ramshackle hovels present an acute fire hazard. 
Although the colony does have a few permanent residents, it appears to be pri- 
marily a refuge for drifters, drunkards, and prostitutes. Inasmuch as there 
appears to be absolutely no supervision of the colony by Federal, State, or local 
agencies, the problems of law enforcement, sanitation, and fire prevention are 
considerable. 

It is our understanding that H. R. 7552 would provide that the land of the 
Las Vegas colony would be sold as a block and the proceeds from the sale used 
for the rehabilitation of the Indians elsewhere. If this is the correct interpre- 
tation, we will heartily endorse H. R. 7552 as we feel very strongly that it is in 
the best interests of the Indian residents of the Las Vegas Colony to be removed 
from their present unwholesome environment and relocated in an area that 
would provide the services and supervision to which they are entitled. 

Very truly yours, 
GEORGE H. ROUNTHWAITE, 
City Manager. 
3y Rorert W. Nort, 
Assistant City Manager. 

Chairman Young. Is there anyone else who would like to testify? 
Mr. Gibson ? 

Mr. Grierson. Yes. 

Robert O. Grsson, Las Vegas. Robert O. Gibson. 

The Las Vegas colony, I think, stands out alone and apart probably 
from all other Indian colonies in the State of Nevada. It is pretty 
much different from most others, at least. The colony, in the first 
place, or the property, cost the Government nothing. It was given 
to the Paiute Indians of that area by a very prominent lady who had 
to hire a guard and developed a very fine friendship for the American 
Indians. It was 10 acres in the property. I do not know who fenced 
it nor who Eo. the well there, whether the Government did or Mrs. 
Stewart. That is some 20,25 years ago, maybe 30 years ago. 

Probably Mr. Ladd would know. ‘He has the information. Ihaven’t 
seen it. 

But anyhow, this little group of people have settled there, and it 
would seem that the Government had practically forgotten them. 
They have no water. They had an artesian well when they went 
there, but you remember that area had Eres bly 2,000 people at that 
time, and ‘today there is probably—well, Carson City—I wouldn’t 
give you their figures, but conservatively I would say 30,000 people 
in that area, conservative. I am honest in that. I could have said 
40- or 50-. [Laughter.] 
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Well, you know they depend entirely on artesian water, and with 
that amount of people you know they draw on that underground 
storage, and it is very great, and the w ater table is gradually lowering, 
so this well in the village, the Indian Colony, ce: ased to flow, and then 
they put another fac ility, a windmill on it, and now, later on, it has 
been fixed up with a he ind pump. They get along fairly well in the 
wintertime. That is, they get enough water for the ir colony purposes, 
but in the summertime the well doesn’t produce enough water 
for even their own use. They have no farming, no gardens, no noth- 
ing to beautify or fix the place up, and the Government hasn’t done 
too much to help them. I think the Agency comes down and sees the 
situation, but so far as spending money, there has been very little spent 
there in recent years. Their homes are not what anyone would want. 
They are built out of tin, pieces of boards, and things of that sort, 
put together as best they could. They are quite resourceful, some 
of them, when you consider the very limited amount of means and 
things that they have to deal with. 

There are no sanitary conditions. They have the privies, outdoor 
privies. And now you talk about trying to sell that land for those 
people. It is v: alu: able land. They are bringing a good price. But 
suppose they get $50,000 or $25,000, or whatever it is, and there is 40 
or 50 people. My survey - of that village over the past 5 years runs 
from 40 to 50 people there on an average right in that area. Suppos- 
ing you divided it between the amount of people. If they are all en- 
titled to participate they are not getting very much out of it, you 

‘an see that. 

You go out and buy a home and establish themselves somewhere 
else. Those people haven’t got a thing to go on, just the little money 
they get from time to time. 

And the question asked about aged people—well, you saw the two 
ladies here. One of those ladies has her mother living there upwards 
of 90 years old. There is another one about that old, up in the 80’s 
there. There is another around 65 or 70, several of that type of people, 
and you can’t—it would be impossible to remove those people and get 
them another place so that they could go and have any degree of com- 
fort or place that anyone could be satisfied with. 

Now, I think this. I believe from my talking to those people that 
they would be willing to move if that were felt desirable, but the ques- 
tion is very serious, and if they move and have nothing but what little 
the land might bring to move, and they have got to buy the land and 
build the homes, and so forth, you know those people can’t go into a 
bank and borrow $2- or $3- or $5- or $6,000 like the white people can 
who is accustomed to it, to have friends, and it is serious. 

T think if there was some means by which the Government could 
participate in the moving through a grant or something, then those 
people might be moved to their advantage. Heaven knows we want 
them away from there, or, I mean, we want the place cleaned up. The 
city is even now contemplating about it and have been. They claim 
they are going to try to get it condemned. I don’t know what the leeal 
phase is, but the fact is it is in a suitable place for the people to live 
but not under present conditions. If they remain there they are en- 
titled to better conditions. If they are wards of the Government the 
Government ought to be able to furnish their wards or their children 
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greater facilities and better facilities than those people are enjoying or 
hi ave enjoyed since they were put on this little plot of ground. 

Now, I will be glad to cooperate in any way I can to help them. We 
are interested in those people, but they need he Ip. They are human 
beings, and I think our country is in a condition financially, or should 
be, that they could help those people a little. They don’t owe the Gov- 
ernment anything like some of these colonies mentioned here today 
that they have asked to have that amount remitted. Well, if you re- 
mit somebody else can’t you make a grant to somebody else to equalize 
the thing? I think it could be worked out, but I think there is a re- 
sponsibility on the Government to help rehabilitate, whatever is for 
the best good. 

Chairman Younc. What do you suggest, direct grants for houses in 
the present colony or sale of that land, utilizing the proceeds and ad- 
ditional grants in other areas, or shifting the present residents to other 
parts of the State ? 

Mr. Greson. Well, if you tried to build them up in that partic ular 
place and wanted waterlines—there is no waterlines, no powerlines, no 
sewer, and you go to the expense of that, then building homes, you have 
got a tremendous expense. I think they should get out among other 
places. I think it would be cheaper. I think that is my candid opin 
ion. I am not wanting to see the Indians moved off, but I think it 
would be cheaper to move than fix that particular place for them with 
modern facilities. That would be my idea. And I wouldn’t ask for a 
special grant for anybody. That is, I mean, just give it to them, say, 
“You go get this.” I think it ought to be supervised, have some ‘body 
take charge, see that the money is wisely spent, they are given good 
homes, and see they got what the Government intended they should 
have. 

These are just suggestions that popped right up. 

Congressman Ruopes. You don’t think, then [applause.] You 
don’t think the Indians themselves would be able to spend this money 
which they get for the land and provide themselves homes ? 

Mr. Gipson. Well, I have a lot of confidence in some of those people 
there, if there is a committee, but I mean, outright grants to individ- 
uals, I wouldn’t do that. But I do think probably they would be very 
happy to have some other of their friends, people, even assist them in 
that if there isa grant made. 

Congressman Ruopes. I have got a figure for an average family 
annual income. Would you see if you think it is about right. $2.366.50 
per family. Would you think it is about right on an average? I know 
vou have got some who don’t make anything, but—— 

Mr. Gipson. Well. I know there are three families in that town that 
they are drawing more than $2,500, or some men working there, 2 or 
3. They vary. I don’t think there is any of them draws more than 
probably $2,500 a year, and when you consider that as a maximum, 
and then there is the little that the rest get, I think the amount is too 
high. I think $1,500 would be a high average for the average of those 
people there. 

Congressman Ruopes. Now, the House of Representatives last week 
passed a housing bill providing for expanded slum clearance. I don’t 
know whether it is possible under the act as it now exists, but do you 
think it would be wise for the Government to call this a slum clear- 
ance project of the land, appraise it, pay the people what it is worth, 
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and then go out and let them build other houses and get Government 
loans that are at a very advantageous rate? I think it provides slum 
clearance loans—it provides a 40-year repayment and almost no down 
payment. Do you think that would be a logical way to approach this? 

Mr. Gipson: Well, I wouldn’t want to be quoted and say it was the 
proper thing because I haven’t been authorized to do that, but some- 
thing like that, I think, could be worked out. 

Congressman Ruopes. Yes. You don’t think the situation is hope- 
less; you think it could be worked out ? 

Mr. Grsson. No, I do not. I think it could be worked out to the 
advantage of those people and the country, too. 

Mr. Jex. Is that cemetery which the people hold so dear in an area 
which is likely to be condemned ? 

Mr. Grrson. This ground largely lies right between the highway, 
the main 91 Highway, Las Vegas to Salt Lake, and the railroad. It 
is right in an area between. It isn’t one suitable for residence district, 
particularly any people with money wouldn’t want to buy and make a 
housing project. It is more for industrial, and as the town expands it 
is right close to the railroad. I think it might probably be con- 
demned, that graveyard site. People want to use it for other purposes. 

Mr. Jex. But if it is condemned the bodies will be exhumed and 
replaced in another area and relocated as they do other areas? 

Mr. Grirson. I think so. I might say, the Government condemned 

Thomas and built the Boulder Dam and moved us out. We were 
satisfied to stay there. We had our farms and homes. We had a 
cemetery. In fact, two different cemeteries where the bodies were 
moved. Well, now. a cemetery is a place that is quite dear in our 
hearts. We don’t like to see our loved ones interfered with, but they 
do move them, and it could be done if the Indians sold that. This is 
my opinion. I don’t want to hurt the lady’s feelings, but if the place 
were sold I would rather see the cemetery sold and the bodies moved 
than left. T think they would be more satisfied in future years than 
thev would to have the vlot of ground for cemetery. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea how many elderly there 
are in the Las Vegas colony ? 

Mr. Grrson. Elderly people ? 

Chairman Youna. Yes. 

Mr. Grierson. Well, I would say there would be about—oh, 5 out 
of—it would run up about 77, 70, 75 years, about that age, and sev- 
eral others around in their sixties. 

Chairman Youne. You feel those people would not be able to adapt 
themselves ? 

Mr. Grrson. No, I think they would have to have some help. 

Chairman Youna. Well, T assure you, it is not the desire of the com- 
mittee members to cast the peonle out on their own if they are not able 
to take care of themselves. The purpose of the legislation is to try 
and encourage those physically able and canable of caring for them- 
selves to vet out and become integral parts of the community. Section 
14 of the bill makes some reference to what will hapnen nrior to trans- 
fer of title or removal of restrictions. It states [reading]: 
the Secretary shall protect the rights of the individual Indians who are minors, 
non compos mentis, or in the opinion of the Secretary in need of assistance in 
condueting their affairs, but causing the appointment of guardians for such 


members in courts of competent jurisdiction, or by such other means as he may 
deem adequate. 
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Mr. Ansorr. On that point, isn’t it true discussions before the com- 
mittee developed the desire as being that services made available to 
non-Indians who are situated in such a way that by reason of age or 
other incapacity cannot protect or take care of themselves, that as 
much as possible, surely the governmental subdivisions should be en- 
couraged to perform their obligations to their senior citizens. But 
Mr. Young has just pointed out (what he says reflects the thinking 
of the committee) that the Federal Government is not going to turn 
them loose unless there is some assurance those people will be 
protected. 

Mr. Gieson. [think that is right. I think they should be protected. 

Chairman Youne. Any other questions ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much. We appreciate your 
appearing here. 

Is there anyone else from the Las Vegas colony or represents the 
city of Las Vegas who would like to submit testimony with regard 
to the Las Vegas colony ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youna. If not, we will proceed to a consideration of 
the Battle Mountain colony. 

Is there anyone here who speaks for the Battle Mountain colony 
would like to testify ¢ 

Leo PucctneE.ut (attorney at law, Elko, Nev.) Mr. Young, I have 
only this brief statement to make, that the Battle Mountain colony 
considers themselves under the leadership of the TeMoak group, 
and that is not the—— 

Chairman Youne. Which TeMoak group? [Laughter. |} 

Mr. Pucctnetit. That is Chief TeMoak. 

Chairman Youne. Then you represent Chief TeMoak; you would 
be qualified to speak on the Battle Mountain colony. Please come 
up and testify on the Battle Mountain group. 

(Mr. Puccinelli comes forward.) 

Mr. Puccrnetut. I am Leo J. Puccinelli, attorney at law, Elko, Nev 
1 represent Chief TeMoak. 

Chairman Youne. And Chief TeMoak, as I understand it, is chief 
of the Ruby Valley Shoshone Indian Tribe which is referred to in the 
bill; is that correct ? 

Mr. Pucctneuut. Yes, that is right. 

Chairman Youne. And he also has supervision over the Battle 
Mountain colony ¢ 

Mr. Pucectnetut. That is right. 

Chairman Youna. Before proceeding further, off the record. 

(Off-the-record discussion. ) 

Chairman Youne. Maybe we better have this in the record. 

Have you been identified for the record ? 

Mr. Getvin. No, I don’t think so. 

Mr. Chairman, it is my understanding that it has never been the 
information of the Bureau—that Battle Mountain has not been identi- 
fied as under the jurisdiction of the Ruby Valley TeMoak band with 
the—of which Mr. TeMoak is chief. Now, if that is in error, why, we 
will be glad to stand corrected. We have not worked with them on 
that basis. 
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Chairman Youne. Please, Mr. Ladd, shed some light on it. Who 
do you deal with when you talk with the Battle Mountain Indians‘ 

Mr. Lapp. The people right there, about a dozen families. When we 
have business with the colony we just get together. 

Chairman Youne. They don’t have a forms il organization / 

Mr. Lapp. Yes, they have a little informal business council of their 
own. 

Chairman Youne. Could you give their names ¢ 

Mr. Getvin. Renée Blossom, Clarence Blossom, George Dixon, and 
it is either Soggy or Saggy Williams. 

Chairman Youne. Do you agree with that? Are those the same 
people, the Blossoms and S: aggy Williams? 

Mr. Lapp. Yes, that is right; three of them. 

Chairman Young. You “do speak, then, for this Battle Mountain 
group, keeping Chief TeMoak out of it temporarily / 

Mr. Pucernetur. Mr Young, before we got so involved, I said I 
would make a brief statement. I think my statement will clarify this. 

Chairman Youna. I certainly hope so. 

Mr. Puccinenut. The Battle Mountain group has written to the 
interpreter, spokesman, for the TeMoak, and has stated their views as 
to H. R. 7552, and in that they have stated briefly that they wanted to 
be gove ea mn this—they w: anted to go along with the feelings to be 
expressed by TeMoak with reference to Ruby Valley. That is the 
only thing et wanted to state. And they have a letter here directed to 
the spolignens or the interpreter for the TeMoak group which I would 
like to read into the record. I might state that the interpreter or 
spokesman for the TeMoak group is Mr. Jim Street. 

Chairman Youns. Interpreter-spokesman / 

Mr. Ptccrneu. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. For whom? 

Mr. Pucctnettt. For the TeMoak group. 

Mr. Asrorr. A group which still hasn’t really been defined. 

Mr. Pucctneiut. That is the Ruby Valley group I am talking about. 

Mr. Asrorr. When you say TeMoak group? 

Mr. Pucctnetui. I am referring to them. I don’t want this con- 
fused with what you have under the constitution and bylaws. 

Mr. Angorr. Could you perh: ‘ps for the record refer to them as the 
Ruby Valley group because the bill refers to the Ruby Valley group. 
Otherwise it would be very confusing. 

Mr. Pucctne.ur. Fine. [Reading :] 

BATTLE MOUNTAIN, NEYV., 
February 24, 1954. 

In regard to bill H. R. 7552 introduced into Congress by Mr. Young January 

27, 1954, being one of the tribal councils on Indian problems in the district of 


Battle Mountain I strongly state before that the Indians, Western Band of 
Shoshone Nation or Tribe of Indians, wish to do away with the bill H. R. 
7552. I have no exact words to describe the responsibility of the superintendent 
in this locality. The Indians here at the Battle Mountain colony has been com- 
pletely neglected by the various Indian superintendents for many years. The 
tribe here feels that they have been mistreated for time immemorial so there- 
fore, we, the said Western Band of Shoshone Indians, wish to continue as ward 
Indians. The entire group are following their ancestors’ treaty rights and wish 
to do so in the future. 

Due to the fact we have been mistreated and neglected by the Indian agent 
we are in terrible need of help and improvements at this colony. The help we 
ask is urgent, and we want this under our Indian rights and not under the intro- 
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duced bill 7552. Also, we have no intention whatsoever to be included along 
with the Lee Reservation group, as we are not under the long-range program 
but making our living as bare subsidence, which can accurately be described only 
as rural slums. 
Respectfully yours, 
CLARENCE BLOSSOM. 
RENEE BLossom. 
GEORGE DIXON. 
SaGcGy WILLIAMS. 


. ” Mr. Anporr. Was that statement written by the named persons? 
Mr. Puccinewut. Yes. 
Mr. Asporr. What is the date of the letter ? 
Mr. Puccrneuut. February 24, 1954. 

? Mr. Asporr. February 24. Do you know whether or not those 
named persons have conferred with the representatives of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs since that date ? 

Mr. Puccinetut. I have no knowledge of that whatever. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you know whether or not they have expressed an 
opinion that does not fully coincide with what you have just read ? 

Mr. Pucotnetur. No; I don’t. 

Mr. Apgorr. Did these people compose the statement themselves ? 

Mr. Puccrnetui. Apparently. It appears to me that the signature 
of Clarence Blossom and the writing in the letter is one and the 
same. I submit that for your own perusal. 

Mr. Asporr. Are you an attorney ‘ 

Mr. Puccrneti. Yes. 

Mr. Axssorr. There have been frequent references here to certain 
treaty obligations. The members of the committee have expressed, 
as was indicated earlier this morning, a great deal of concern about 
holding out false hopes or basing unnecessary and quite unfair criti 
cism growing out of alleged treaty violations, where a treaty referred 
to cannot be nailed down or even found. 

Now, the advice of the committee has been that the only treaty in 
effect. which is involved in any of the named tribes or colonies is the 
treaty with the Western Shoshone referred to as the Ruby Valley 
Treaty of 1863. We would very much appreciate for the record hav- 


; ing advice to the contrary or any comments on any other additional 
treaties the Bureau of Indian Affairs can give us. Could you yourself 
refer specifically to a treaty which is an existing treaty? 

: Mr. Puccrnetut. No; apparently that very same problem was dis- 


cussed when the Senate had a subcommittee hearing in Nevada several 
years ago. 

Mr. Apporr. Do you know if that was in connection with Pyramid 
Lake? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. I haven’t gone that far. I am just confining this 
to the Elko area, Elko County, let’s call it. Certain reference was 
there made to a treaty which purportedly was signed in 1859, if my 
memory serves me correctly. 

Mr. Anporr. You will perhaps agree, then, Mr. Puccinelli, it is un- 
fair to the recipients of the criticism and unfair to the persons who 
are advised they should make such criticism if there is not in fact such 
a treaty in existence ? 

Mr. Puccrnetur. Thatisright. T agree. 
What is your name? 
Mr. Ansorr. Mr. Abbott. 
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You would further agree that the matter of the existence of a 
treaty or not, nonexisting treaty, is susceptible of finding, discovery. 
We do have archives where they are kept. It would surely be brought 
to the attention of Congress, whether it is pre-Civil War or post- 
Civil War. 

Mr. Pucctnenut. Yes; I didn’t want to read the letter into the 
record. I was more or less forced into it. 

I was trying to say whatever the TeMoak or Ruby Valley Indian 
wants the Battle Mountain Indian wants to go along. Then I was 
pushed into the rest of it here. 

Now, I have this reference to a treaty or purported treaty to be 
signed in 1859, and apparently this is an excerpt from a letter written 
by E. B. Merritt, Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs, appar- 
ently, and it is dated December 1, 1919. 

Mr. Anzorr. Could you state what Senate document you are re- 
ferring to? Is that a transcript of a Senate hearing, Mr. Puccinelli? 

Mr. Puccrnetii. Yes. 

Mr. Arnzorr. What is the Senate document and the Congress? 

Mr. Pucctnetui. Tist Congress. Well, let’s see. It is Senate Reso- 
lution 79 and 308 of the 70th Congress, and the rest of this—— 

Mr. Apporr. Is there a Senate document number on the right hand 
side of the paper cover? 

Mr. Puccrnetur. No, upper right hand side. 

Mr. Starter. Hearing. 

Mr. Assorr. Well, that is sufficient identification. What page are 
you reading from ? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. Fourteen thousand, eight hundred and fifty-nine. 

Mr. Assorr. Fourteen thousand? 

Mr. Puccrnetui. Fourteen thousand. 

Mr. Jex. We are still conducting those kinds of extensive hearings 
in Washington. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Pucctnetut. The letter reads [reading]: 

With reference to a tract of land 6 miles square in Ruby Valley now claimed 
by the remaining members of the TeMoak band of Indians— 

It didn’t have anything to do with Battle—— 

Chairman Youne. Confine your remarks to the Battle Mountain. 

Mr. Puccrnety1. You were asking me for reference to any other 
treaties. I just wanted to tell you, identify it. 

Mr. Agsvorr. Because of the reference to the Battle Mountain, in a 
letter addressed to Mr. Street on the treaty—we can check the source 
that you have given us. It is well it was called to the committee’s 
attention, I think. 

Mr. Puccrnetur. Yes. Well, fine. I think we should leave it there 
because, as I said, I didn’t want to go as far as I did. 

Mr. Arzorr. You wouldn’t reduce it to saying, “You have done 
nothing for us, and we want to have you continue doing nothing for 
us”? 

Mr. Puccrnetut. No; I wouldn't. 

Mr. Asrorr. What you want is for them to stop doing nothing for 
you? 

Mr. Puccrnetur. That is right. 

Chairman Youne. Is there anybody here who can speak for the 
Battle Mountain colony other than Mr. Puccinelli ? 

Mr. Puccrnettt. No. 
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Chairman Younae. You are the only one? 

(Gentleman rises in the audience. ) 

Mr. Pucctnetut. This is Mr. Jim Street. 

Jim Srreet. Spokesman for the Battle Mountain colony: I would 
like to say something. 

Chairman Youne. Would you give your name to the reporter, 
please. 

Mr. Srreer. Jim Street, S-t-r-e-e-t. 

Mr. Ansorr. You are Jim Street ? 

Mr. Srreet. Jim Street. 

Mr. Aszorr. Where do you live? 

Mr. Street. In Elko. 

Mr. Asporr. Could you speak just a little louder, please. 

Mr. Srreer. In Elko. 

Mr. Apsorr. In Elko. What is your relationship to the Battle 
Mountain colony ? 

Mr. Srreer. Well, they told me to speak for them to you people 
about their colony. 

Mr. Assorr. Pardon ? 

Mr. Street. About their colony. 

Mr. Anzorr. Do you have some authority to speak for them, any 
authority in writing or any resolutions from them / 

Mr. Srrerr. No; there is a letter they wrote there. See, it is to be 
spokesman for them. 

Mr. Assorr. Well, can you speak beyond this letter? It is ad- 
dressed to you. Can you speak beyond the statements they have set out 
in the letter ? 

Mr. Street. Well, I am going to speak. 

Mr. Assorr. Was this letter responsive to an inquiry from you? 

Mr. Srreer. Yes. 

Mr. Assorr. On what basis did you make an inquiry of the Battle 
Mountain colony which resulted in this letter ? 

Mr. Srrerr. What they said, they needed, is a sewer and water, put- 
ting in a bigger pipe, so that they could have plenty of water there for 
their colony, and electric lights. They say they want this under the 
treaty rights of TeMoak. That is TeMoak’s group. That is all. 

Mr. Asporr. They simply told you that, and you relay that informa- 
tion to us? 

Mr. Srreer. Yes; yes, sir. 

Mr. Asporr. The language of the letter suggests that they have been 
replying to a letter from you or some inquiry from you. Did you write 
a letter to the Battle Mountain colony on this subject ? 

Mr. Srreer. I asked them about that bill that you sent in. 

Mr. Aprorr. You asked the Battle Mountain colonv what they 
thought of the bill? 

Mr. Srreert. Yes. 

Mr. Asporr. In what capacity? 

Mr. Srreer. That is what they said. 

Mr. Assorr. For what reason did you ask them ? 

Mr. Srreer. I didn’t understand it. I wrote them. That is the 
letter they 

Mr. Assorr. Do you have a copy of the letter you wrote them? 

Mr. Srreer. No, I haven’t. I just wrote down and got the answer, 
the answer I got. 
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Mr. Ansorr. We wanted it further identified, Mr. Street. 
Chairman Youne. Do you want to add anything to the testimony ? 
Mr. Srreer. No. 

Chairman Youne. Do you feel, then, that if water and sewage facili- 
ties are improved and electricity is furnished they would be in favor 
of the bill ? 

Mr. Srreer. No, according to that letter they wouldn’t. 

Chairman Youna. As I read the letter, they don’t mention anything 
about the sewer and water, did they ? 

Mr. Srreer. They didn’t mention. They said just what they 
thought they would do there. They didn’t want this bill. 

Chairman Youne. They don’t want the bill, but want the water, 
sewer and electricity ? 

Mr. Srreer. W hen I come down the *y. said to say about this water, 
what I just said here, to be sure and to put that in, but under the treaty 

rights. 

Mr. Ansorr. Do you suppose you could obtain from Mr. Blossom 
the letter of inquiry you wrote to them on this bill? You are not a 
member of the Battle Mountain colony 4 

Mr. Srreer. No. 

Mr. Ansorr. But you wrote to the Battle Mountain colony ? 

Mr. Srreer. Because I have been their spokesman some time. 

Mr. Assorr. What capacity? Do you represent an Indian group? 

Mr. Srreer. They want me to speak for this treaty rights and what 
they want, treaty rights, because this other bill has been coming out in 
the legislature, this long-range program and all that. They didn’t 
want that. They wanted somebody to speak for them. They didn’t 
need that. That is the way they asked me to do it. I said I would do 
that. 

Congressman Ruopes. What treaty ? 

Mr. Srreer. TeMoak treaty rights. 

Congressman Ruopes. I know, but what treaty rights do they have 
that have not been observed ? 

Mr. Srreer. What the Government has promised in the treaty. 

Congressman Ropes. What did the Government promise them ? 

Mr. Srreer. I have got it here. I will— 

(Document handed to Chairman Young by Mr. Street.) 

Congressman Ruopes. You are familiar with this treaty, aren’t 
you! 

Mr. Srreer. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. Tell us in what way the treaty is not being 
kept. 

Mr. Srreer. Well, they haven’t given the Indian nothing. After 
they made that promise never has made anything. 

Mr. Aneorr. Referring to the treaty of 1873 with Western Sho- 
shones ? 

Mr. Srreer. Yes. 

Mr. Arnorr. The treaty made at Ruby Valley, Territory of Nevada, 

Ist day of October, 1863. Now, how is that treaty relevant to the 
rights of the Battle Mountain c olony ¢ 

Mr. Srreer. That is under this here, under the TeMoak boundary 
line. This is inside. That is supposed to be his group of Indians. 
Therefore, when he had all these groups, and therefore he put this 
boundary line, he asked for it. 
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Mr. Assorr. You are not suggesting this chief participated in the 
1863 treaty negotiations ? 

Mr. Street. What chief? 

Mr. Asporr. TeMoak. Was it his father or grandfather ? 

Mr. Srreer. His great-grandfather. 

Mr. Asporr. Was any claim filed under the Indian Claims Commis- 
sion Act for treaty violation on behalf of the Battle Mountain colony ? 

Mr. Streer. Not that I know of. 

Mr. Axppsorr. You are aware, Mr. Street, that the moving force 
behind the 1946 Claims Commission Act was to make possible the 
Indians coming in through their representatives to court and claiming 
damages for treaty violations. It is my understanding that there is 
a claim pending for the Ruby Valley Indian group. It is not my 
understanding that there is one pending for the Battle Mountain 
group, as such. 

Mr. Steter. They have an interest in it. 

Mr. Asporr. They don’t—they do have an interest in the Ruby 
Valley claim? And you are saying the 1863 treaty is construed as 
applying to the present Battle Mountain c olony ? 

Mr. Srreer. Yes. 

Mr. Assortr. There the claim goes solely to the $5,000 a year for 
20 years? 

Mr. Srreet. They haven’t received anything. 

Mr. Assorr. But does the claim go beyond that ? 

Mr. Srreet. Beyond it ? 

Mr. Asporrt. Is there anything coming besides the $5,000 a year for 
20 years, as far as you are concer ned { 

Mr. Srreer. On the mining claims and things? 

Mr. Asporr. The mining claims. 

Mr. Srreer. Yes. 

Mr. Apporr. I am sure, Mr. Street, the committee would like to have 
any specific information you have with respect to this treaty, how 
H. R. 7552 affects any rights. You understand this preserves any 
rights you may now have or claims you may now have pending. They 
are preserved in the legislation, and you are permitted, of course, for 
any claim which arises after the expiration date under the Indian 
Claims Act, if a new cause arises, to go in and again assert a claim 
against the Government. Or if there are a couple in right now that 
did not arise out of the treaty violations—article 5 of the records sets 
forth the boundary of the land of the Western Shoshone. Are you 
intimating these lands were not actually given to the Western 
Shoshones ? 

Mr. Srreer. Well, that is ones given to them, that is the ones that 
TeMoak wanted, this land. That is the way they wrote the treaty out. 

Congressman Ruopes. Well, I am trying to find out what the viola- 
tion is. You say, and the Battle Mountain Indians say, their treaty 
has been violated. I don’t know where or why or by whom. 

Mr. Srreer. Well, I guess the Ruby—they said this because they 
haven’t received anything from the Gov ernment. after this tre aty was 
written. They haven’t received nothing. 

Congressman Ruopes. Have they received everything the treaty 
says they were supposed to receive ? 

Mr. Srreer. They haven’t received nothing. That is the one they 
want to get now. 
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Congressman Ruopes. You do understand, as Mr. Abbott says, the 
Indian Claims Commission is still in business, and you can submit— 
this tribe can submit its claim any time it wants to, if it does it in a 
timely fashion. This bill doesn’t have a thing to do with the adjudi- 

cation of your claims against the Gover nment under this treaty or 
under any other treaty. 

Mr. Apport. If I understand the Congressman, of course a cutoff 
date is in the Indian Claims Act, but you have filed a claim on the 

same complaint you are making now. 

Mr. Srreer. No. 

Mr. Axsporr. That is, the Ruby Valley group, based on the 187% 
treaty, has a claim now pending; is that correct ? 

Mr. Srreet. Pending? 

Mr. Axsporr. That is now under consideration. Could someone 
from the Bureau comment on that ? 

Mr. Lapp. Mr. Chairman, there are old Shoshone claims which em- 
brace Ruby Valley, Battle Mountain, all the Shoshone. That has been 
filed. The informers are Wilkerson and Wright. 

Mr. Assorr. Whatever the merits of the claim, provision is made 
for it by its own operation to be determined ; isn’t that true? The bill 
in no way disturbs that claim. It cannot disturb that claim. 

Mr. Srreer. Well, they—what they say now, they don’t need that. 
They don’t understand that bill that you are putting out. They don’t 
understand it. That is why they don’t want it. 

Chairman Youne. Did anybody from the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
meet with the Battle Mountain colony ? 

Mr. Srreer. No, ain’t nobody ever seen them. 

Mr. Assorr. Do you know whether or not Mr. Bobo met with them ? 

Mr. Srreer. No, he never been there, only once. That is what they 
told me. 

Mr. Assorr. Has he been there once # 

Mr. Srreer. That is when he took the bill up. You left one. 
You was going to leave one, but you didn’t. 

Mr. Bono. Yes. The meeting was February 2, 1954. 

Mr. Asport. Did they state at that time, Mr. Bobo, whether or not 
they understood the operation of the bill? 

Mr. Bono. At that time they said they wanted to take it in for 
future consideration and study. I only had one copy of the bill at 
that time, and later I took down a copy of the bill when I got a supply 
of them. 

Mr. Arrorr. Did you have any expression of opinion from them on 
the bill? 

Mr. Boro. No definite expression, but the bill was explained on 
the night of February 2, 1954. 

Mr. Axpporrt. Then you would have no reason to believe that the 
statement of opinion now expressed is not their reaction to the bill? 

Mr. Boro. No, I would not. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have anything else you wanted to say 
about the Battle Mountain colony, Mr. Street ? 

Mr. Srreer. No. 

Chairman Youne. That will be all. We may call you back as soon 
as we get to the Ruby Valley problem. 

Is there anyone here from Lander County to testify ? 

Ed T. Lavrirzen, county commissioner of Lander County, Nev. I 
am Ed Lauritzen, county commissioner. 
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Chairman Young. Do you want to proceed with your statement ? 

Commissioner Laurrrzen. I might clarify one thing. Last night 
before I left Battle Mountain I ked to one of the members of, ap- 
parently, the council that has some ruling authority over the tribes 
or over the Battle Mountain colony, Dora e incy, and he told me 
that they had got no word of this hearing, but they were opposed to 
the bill. 

Now, I don't know on what ground or anything else, but appar- 
ently they have not changed their m ca and in regard to the or iginal 
letter or the letter that was sent to the gent tle man from Elko, whether 
they intended to have somebody down here or not, I don’t know, but 
lie said they had no word of the hearing. But in mentioning the sew- 
erage system and water and power—a sewer system—as far as con- 
necting with the town of Battle Mountain is completely out, in that it 
would be better than a mile to the nearest connection, and the country 
is flat, and where we would come into the sewer system from the 
Indian colony into the line in Battle Mountain the line is probably 2 
feet under the surface, and at its weste rn point were we to extend 
the line another mile we would probably | be 10 feet in the air in order 
to get the flow. Putting in septic tank and pump, running a mile 
of sewer line, is out for the town of Battle Mountain. We are bonded 
now to the point of $48,000, still have $48,000 in bondage to pay off, 
and that is out. 

We have had to—if the colony was turned over to the Indians and 
reverted back or went back on to the tax roll I doubt whether there 
is a thousand dollars of assessed valuation in the camp. I think it con- 
sists of about—now of about 10 or 11 buildings. There was, I believe, 
12 buildings, 12 dwellings, and then a laundry and meeting house, 
one thing and another combined. 

Chairman Young. You say 12 dwellings are in the colony? 

Commissioner Laurtrzen. There was originally. Two burned 
down. Probably 10 or 11. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have any idea how many Indians are in 
the colony? I have information there are nearly a hundred. That 
would result in somewhat crowded conditions. 

Commissioner Lauritzen. There is probably 25 population, prob- 
ably 25 or 30, including the men, women, and children. I have seen 
as high as 5 kids, the mother, grandmother and greatgrandmother, 
all in 2 rooms, and that is pretty much of a rule. It is overpopulated 
for the size of the dwellings and the number of the dwellings. 

I believe most of them are only two rooms, and the only running 
water—they run out and get it, as 1 understand. 

Chairman Younc. Were the houses built by the Government? 

Commissioner Lauritzen. The houses were built by the Govern- 
ment, yes. They have an artesian well. When they drilled the water 
pressure was enough probably to run into the dwe lings, but now the 
pumping around there just won’t do it. They are alongside of the 
high line that comes in from Golconda. The power wouldn’t be too 
bad to put in, but it would mean another mile or mile and a half. 
Connected with the city water it is an impossibility. 

Chairman Youne. You say you talked to one of the leaders and they 
weren't informed of the hearing. 
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Commissioner Laurirrzen. That is what he told me last night, didn’t 
know anything about it until I told them. 

Chairman Youne. He didn’t mention authorizing Mr. Street to 
speak for them at the meeting on February 24? 

Commissioner Laurrrzen. All he said, they were opposed to the 
bill and that was it. 

Chairman Youne. Does your organization favor the bill or favor 
it with modifications or have you had a chance to diseuss it? 

Commissioner Laurirzen. Well, we have talked about it or dis- 
cussed it, and I don’t know. I don’t think there is anything in there 
which would particularly hurt us with the exception of the relief 
proposition, and that is the thing that injures us because we have 
several of the Indians now on old-age assistance, and I believe the 
Government has one blind lady in Owyhee, and most of them are taken 
out of there to the hospital when they are sick or for operations, and 
so forth, to Owyhee or Schurz. 

Chairman Youne. Most of the Indians in Lander County are lo- 
cated in the Battle Mountain colony ¢ 

Commissioner LavurirzENn. Practically all of them are in the Battle 
Mountain area, 

Chairman Youne. Are they all Shoshone ? 

Commissioner LAURITZEN. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. Any Paiutes? 

Commissioner Lauritzen. No, mostly all Shoshone. 

The Indians in the south end of the county around Austin are on 
their own, I understand, on nonreservation. We have a couple of 
them on relief now. One of them we pay so much to. The other 
we furnish groceries to. It amounts to probab ly $50 a month apiece. 

Chairman Youna. Do you feel the Indians in the colony would be 
capable of taking care of property if ’ were deeded to them ? 

Commissioner Laurirzen. Well, I don’t know. They haven’t 
taken care of the Government prope of I don’t know if they would 
take care of their own or not. It is in pretty badly run down shape 
at the present time. 

Chairman Youne. I note that they have around 680 acres in the 
colony but are living on approximately 10 acres. Are the lands 
capable of being cultivated, or do they represent arid, barren land? 

Commissioner Lauritzen. Pretty much alkali, hardpan. Pretty 
rough proposition. 

Chairman Young. Is it good for grazing? 

Commissioner Laurrrzen. Nothing but sagebrush and alkali. 

Chairman Younes. Do you have any questions? 

Congressman Ruopes. I have an estimate figure of an average fam- 
ily income of $1,800 per family. Would that be about correct? 

Commissioner Lavurrrzen. Yes, most of them are ranch hands, 
which in the last few years runs around $150 or $125 a month. In 
fact, all of them work in the ranches. There isn’t any work in the 
other. 

Congressman Ruoprs. The children go to school in Battle 
Mountain? 

Commissioner LaurtrzEn. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. What percentage of the students are Indians, 
roughly ¢ 
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Commissioner Lauritzen. I would say roughly maybe 3 percent. 

Congressman Ruopes. I noticed that of the 100 people who are en- 
rolled 80 of them are under 18, 20 over 18. It indicates a rapidly 
growing colony. Looks like a housing problem in the near future 

Commissioner Laurirzen. There is a lot of kids there. Very few 
houses. 

I think the average—well, I know I have counted 7 and 8 prac- 
tically in every house there. That is the condition 

Congressman Ruopes. Well, there is no ofp ie or ranching 
carried on by this colony? They all have jobs elsewhere? 

Commissioner Laurirzen. No, they all—they all have jobs else- 
where, yes. 


Congressman Ruopes. Do you have any way of ki oe whether 
they woul | ti ike kindly tO bel ing furnished houses in B: » Mountain 
or hear the outskirts of Battle Mount: un In tead of on tl t land? 

Commissioner Laurirzen. Wel ll, I will tell you whim I go back. I 
can take it up with those, Renée B los som and Clarence Blossom. 
Renée is supposed to be the ¢ hief f of the Battle Mountain colony. He 
ean probab ly get them to five you more information that l. 

Congressman Ruopes. I think it would be well if you could have 
them submit a statement in writing. This is a statement of sorts 
but 

(Off-the-r« discussion 

asia ha If it were pos ible to get a statement like 


that I think it would be | elpful. 

Commissioner Lauritzen. I think I can. I ean talk to them when I 
go back. 

Mr. Apport. In addition, Congressman, certain information has 
been supplied to us through, I believe, Department sources. I would 
like to quote a statement under the heading “Battle Mountain Colony.” 
| Reading: | 


In discussing with the adult members of the Battle Mountain 





meaning the member of the colony— 


they stated that they had no desire to move from os colony but desired certain 
improvements to be made, after which they would accept deeds in fee to the lots 
occupied by them with provisions for nontaxability : and nondisposition during the 
lifetime of those residents who are 65 years of age or over. The understanding 


which certainly implies someone conferred with them 
The understanding reached with the Battle Mountain colony was the surplus land 
should be disposed of and the proceeds used to go with whatever other funds 
might be needed for the community, such as rehabilitation of the water system, 
extension of electricity into the colony which is within 100 yards of the colony, 
and rearrangement of the colony from the circular arrangement of houses to two 
rows of houses with a street and survey of the rearranged lots 

That is the end of a quote. 

That certainly implies that conferences have been had or he Id. 

Am I correct, Mr. Sigler, in assuming this is a statement of the 
Pe a division of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Mr. SIGLER. Y es, Statement ot the lalate offic ers who met with the 
group : ani reported those results. 

Mr. Asgorr. So the question of Congressman Rhodes, then, should 
clear up that point, too. If they have taken a position 1 week and later 
chi inged it, of course, the best the committee can do is be advised of that 
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Commissioner Laurirzen. That is right. That is the only discus- 
sion I had with them on it. I talked to him just about 5 minutes. He 

said they were against the bill. He was going to try to gather some- 
b ly ie, have a meeting last night. 

Mr. Aprorr. From their statement where it is attributed to them, 
they take the position that they have no desire to move from the col- 
only; if, for example, they were told the bill would force them to 
move from the colony, of course, they would " against it. This ap- 


parently preceded the oo coming into bein: , but as was indicated 
tl is morning. the bill 1 the door wide open Fo r the pr le to decide 
what direction they will Sak With that andersts nding it will per 
haps meet their needs. 


Commissioner LAuR roe n. Well, the colony itself is situated just 
probably a couple of hundred yards off Route 40, and it is isolated 
from the rest of the town of Battle Mountain, so they have a fairly 
isolated setup of their own there. 

Chairman Youne. Any other questions? Do you have anything 
else you would like to : add ? 

Commissioner Lauritzen. That is all. 

Chairman Youna. That is all ? 

Piateaanae LAuRITzen. Yes, that is all. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much, Mr. Lauritzen. 

Anybody else from Battle Mountain or Lander County want to 
testify ? 

(Lady comes forward from the audience.) 

Chairman Youn. Identify yourself please, for the record. 

Mrs. Clara Woopson. Clara Woodson. 

Chairman Youne. Do you live in Battle Mountain ? 

Mrs. Woopson. I was born and raised in Battle Mountain. 

Chairman Youne. Are you authorized to speak for the Battle 
tenes group ? 

Mrs. Woopson. No; but I would like to explain how Mr. Street 
got into being an interpreter for the Battle Mountain Indians. 

It was several years ago, about 5, 6 years ago, Pat MacCarran was 
down there. He appointed Mr. ¢ ‘orbin Hardy to be the chief there. 

The re wasn’t anybody there they could re: ally depend on that could 
go ahead and keep their records, anything like that, so they appointed 
int t« i » the one to write the letters, and so forth. That is the reason 
why Mr. Street came into being an interpreter for the Battle Moun- 
tain Indians. 

Mr. Pat MacCarran told them at that time he was going to help 
the Indians and give them their lands and help the oldtimers living 
there now receiving a pension. He was going to improve their homes 
for them and fix their water and sewer and whatever they needed. 
And that is how Mr. Street came into this. And I personally myself 
talked with Mr. Courtright here about 5 or 6 years ago. 

Mr. Ansorr. Could you identify him, please. 

Mrs. Woopson. Who is that ? 

Mr. Ansorr. Mr. Courtright. 

Mrs. Woopson. He was the superintendent before Mr. Bobo. 

\nd I told him the conditions at that time, because at that time 
I was living there, and I told him just what the conditions were, how 
we lived, how we got our water, and so forth, and he told me that he 
was going to see me in the following week and that he was going to 


ee ee 
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make a trip to Battle Mountain and see how the Indians were living 
and that he was going to help them and try to put in their water. 
He was going to put in a new tank for them. That is the first thing 
he said, “I will put in a new water tank for you.” He says, “We will 
vo further on about bringing the water into the houses and toilets, and 
so forth.” 

Mr. Ansorr. Mrs. Woodson, at that point: excuse me, please, for 


interrupting, are you saying he said these til 25 WoOl ld be done or he 
woul | mak e every effort to h ave the i done / 

Mrs. Woonson. He said that he was going to see that they would 
be eas after he ma le ‘the trl ip th iere, and he never did show up. The 
Indians never seen him after that again 

Chairman Youne. "That rr supel inter lent ? 

ee W oopson. Oh, ves, he 1 Ne Val la. He told me flatly he yas 
going to be there to cee how they lived beea ise he asl edad me abe a 
certain party here he is here 1 ow who had a three-room house; he 
had about five or six people living with him and just three small 
rooms. He says, “How many live in this certan howset I told him 
there was about seven or eigh be and he said, “How do they he a nd 
how do they sleep?” I says, “Just like a can of sardines. Th: OW 


the sV fit in a three room house.” He SAVS, oT am voing to s 1e ieee that. 
I am going there myself and see how they live, where their water is, 
where their toilets are. I am going to see if I can do my best to help 


you peo} le.” 


Congressman Ropes. How many houses are in the Battle Moun 
tain colony ? 

Mrs. W oopson. Two burned down. This fellow had a three room 
house which was his own. and his gerandmother’s house burned down, 


~ - 


so that left 1,2, 3,4,5,6, 7, 8, 9—about 10,9 or 10. 

Congressman Ropes. They have no v ay of replacing those houses 
when they burn down ? 

Mrs. Woopson. No. 

Congressman Ruopes. Did the Government originally build the 
houses ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes, but he had built his house before the Govern- 
ment put up those houses down there. 

Congressman Rropes. That was his home ? 

Mrs. Woopson. That was his home, but the other little house that 
burned down was his grandmother’s. 

Congressman Riropes. Did Senator McCarran appoint Mr. Street 
also as the interpreter ? 

Mrs. W oopson. Yes. 

Congressman Rnopes. Appointed the chief and appointed Mr. 
Street as the interpreter ? 

Mrs. Woonson. Yes, said they were the only ones to keep the record 
straight. The rest were either working or some place else. 

Mr. Ansorr. What year was that? 

Mrs. Woopson. About 5 or 6 years ago. I don’t know. Around 
1947 or 1948, around in there. 

He had a big meeting there with the Indians, what he was going to 
do for them. 

Chairman Youne. Do you have anything else you would like to 
add ? ; 
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Mrs. Woopson. No, but about that statement he made about the 
sewer and all that, I know that is what they need, and I was there the 
night before last. That was Wednesday night. I was there when he 
talked to all the people that was there. 

Chairman Younea. Did they know about the meeting then ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. They had been informed and had copies of the 
bill ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Well, Mr. Smith or Mr. Street told them he was go- 
ing to let them know. 

Chairman Younc. Was he going to let them know about the result 
of the meeting ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Well, he told them he was coming down here, and 
they told him that there wasn’t any of them could come down here, 
so they told him—I was there when they—Mr. Renée Blossom and 
Saggy Williams said, “Be sure to tell them down there about the 
sewer, lights, and water.” 

Mr. Arrorr. Was Mr. J. Muncy there? 

Mrs. Woopson. No, not present. 

Mr. Asvsorr. Perhaps he wasn’t advised of the hearing, but it ap- 
pears most of the people were advised. 

Mrs. Woonson. Yes. Well, not advised until we got there that 
night, and Mr. Street told Saggy Williams to go around the colony 
and to inform the Indians to gather there so they could explain about 
coming down here, if they have anything, to say it to him there. He 
would explain it here. 

Congressman Rnopes. At this meeting did they indicate how they 
would feel about the bill if the sewer and water were put in? 

Mrs. Woopson. About what bill? 

Congressman Ruopes. H. R. 7552, the bill we are talking about. 

Mrs. Woopson. All IT heard them saying among themselves, they 
didn’t want nothing to do with that. 

Congressman Rnopes. They just want the sewer and water, nothing 
to do with H. H. 7552? 

Mrs. Woonson. Yes. As far as being a ward of that colony, they 
wanted to be there the rest of their lives. 

Mr. Arnorr. They want to remain at the colony ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes. 

Mr. Arrnorr. You understand this would not necessarily require 
them to leave the area. 

Mrs. Woopson. No. What I mean when I say that is just what I 
heard them say to Mr. Street. 

Mr. Arnorrt. I see. 

Mrs. Woopson. They told him they wanted to remain there. 

Mr. Arporr. Even though thev had received no benefit from the 
Indian Bureau which they could point to, they wanted to remain 
under Indian Bureau supervision ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes; wanted to stay there, that the only improve- 
ments was this. 

Mr. Arprorr. Not wanted to stay there, but would rather remain 
under the supervision of the Indian Bureau? 

Mrs. Woonson. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. Do they understand they can stay there 
under the bill? 





| 
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Mrs. Woopson. Most of them don’t understand that. They think 
when the bill is passed they will be taken off the reservations and 
colonies. 

Congressman Ruopes. You understand now that is not the case, 
do you not ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes. 

Congressman ee In other words, they have various alterna- 
tives, to sell the land, keep it, divide it among the persons who own- 
live 1 ln the houses, get the | nouses. There iS 1 iothin Y in this bill would 
make them move out of their homes if they don’t want to. 

Mrs. Woopson. I don’t know who xplair ied they were supposed 
to move off of this land. ‘Those that can make a good living could 
move into town, rent homes or rent a house, whatever they wanted to. 

Mr. Apsorr. Someone did explain they would have to move off 
there? 

Mrs. Woovson. I guessso. That ismy understanding. 

Mr. Apsporr. It is possible their comments on the bill might be 
based on that information. 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes. 

Mr. Apssorr. You understand you would no longer have what 
amounts to a Federal island, what you would call a Federal reserva- 
tion or colony under the bill? 

Mrs. Woopson. What do you mean? 

Mr. Ansort. To the extent you are changing the status, you are 
not taking the people off but taking off what is now a Federal reser- 
vation by operation of this bill. 

Mrs. Woovson. Well, just like I say, they don’t understand it. That 
is what they have got in the! r heads, supposed to ¥e moved off of there, 
and if they right now see they can go back into the Government hos- 
pitals and they sh Se when that bill is passed they would have 
to go into the hospitals in town and they—we have to pay—— 

Mr. pacer. Would you, in line with the request made by Congress- 
man Rhodes, help in every way you could to make sure that after they 
have had a full explanation of the operation of the legislation, they 
then send through Congressman Young for the committee’s study, 
their views on this bill ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Well, they will have to understand it first before 
they would agree with anyone. 

Mr. Asporr. Surely, with further study of it. 

Chairman Youna. Do you live at the colony ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Well, I don’t right now. I moved off 5 years ago. 
I don’t have a home there or anything. I have my family. 

Chairman Youne. Do you live at Battle Mountain? 

Mrs. Woopson. Until about 5 years ago. 

Chairman Youne. Where do you live now? 

Mrs. Woopson. Elko, now. 

Chairman Young. You are not a resident of Battle Mountain 
at all? 

Mrs. Woopson. No. 

Chairman Youne. Are there many Indians living in Battle Moun- 
tain who are not in the colony ? 

Mrs. Woopson. There is about 4 or 5 families has a rented house up 
town there. There isn’t enough houses in Battle Mountain for them. 
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Chairman Youna. Are there enough houses in the Battle Moun- 
tain colony ? 

Mrs. Woopson. Yes. Just like this fellow here, he lost his home in 
the fire, SO he is not there, and his orandmother lost he r home in the 
fire | she is not there. 

(Chairmal Yor NG. Do you have anything else you want to add ? 
Mrs. Woopson. No, that is all. 


\ 


Chairman Youne. Thank you very much. 

Is t re anybody else in the Battle Mountain colony or town of 
Battle Mow tain, Lander County ¢ 

(‘There was no response. ) 

Chairman Younc. If not, we will proceed to the Ruby Valley 
Shoshone Indian Tril 


Ty) ] 
’ | } ' : 
Is tnere anvbodv ners 


I eS. 
¢ [s there unybody here representing that 
(Mr. Puecinelli rises and comes forward from the audience.) 

Mr. PUCCINELLI. Leo 4g Puceinelhli, attorney at law, Elko, Nev. I 
am al attorney at law, and | repres¢ ht the TeMoak group of Ruby 
Valley. 

Mr. Lpp i. That is the oroup referred to nN the bill as the Ruby 
Valley Tribe? 

Mr. Puccrinetur. Of Indians, right. 

Chairman Youne. That is the group over which Chief TeMoak, 
Frank TeMoak, now presides ? 

Mr. Pucctnetur. That is right. 

Chairman Younc. Does it have a formal tribal organization ? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. He has a rather loose one that has been tried to 
have been kept up in the past. The reason it hasn’t been kept up as 
well as it should, his father is approximately a hundred years old, and 
for several years last past he has been semifeeble, and it wasn’t until 
just recently that the tribe got together and transferred the chief’s 
powers to Frank, and as a result they are just really vetting organized 
In the manner the y should. 

Chairman Youne. Do they have a corporation or official organiza- 


tion ¢ 


Mr. Pucctneuut. No. 

Chairman Youne. It is rather a loose tribal organization ? 

Mr. Pucecrnetsi. It is a tribal council, but they don’t have any 
formal, written constitution or other rules to be governed by. 

Chairman Young. How many Indians are in this reservation ? 

Mr. Pucctrneiit. Now, that actually has to be answered in two 
ways. Living in Ruby Valley—and when I say Ruby Valley I mean 
the area—there are approximately 70 Indians, living on the small 
reservation in Ruby Valley. 

Chairman Younes. I wonder if you could point to these places on 
the n ap ¢ 

Mr. Pucctnetu1. Ruby Valley Reservation is in Ruby Valley. It 
is set forth here. Now, that is what 

Chairman Youne. That is where Chief Frank TeMoak lives? 

Mr. Pucctnetur. That is right. Well, I won’t go into that South 
Fork because the name was actually carried over there. 

Chairman Youne. Let’s keep away from South Fork. Chief 
TeMoak doesn’t have anything to do with that. 

Mr. Pucctne tut. That is right. 
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In other words, there are dozens and dozens of ranches it Ruby 
Valley. Ruby Valley is miles and miles long and wide. That is why 
l say there are several Indians living in Rub yy Valley who feel they “vy 
owe their allegiance to Frank TeMoak, but there is also a small reser- 
vation out there. Some of those Indians are 2¢ tually living on these 
other—these other Indians are actu: ully living on ranches and work- 
ing elsewhere. That is why I say the answer has to be given in t) 
forms. 

Chairman Young. As you understand, you are not or you have 
nothing to do with the Elko Colony or South Fork, sometimes con- 
fused by some people in considering the subject ? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. That is right. 

Now, of the actual reservation there are approximately 10 people 
living there at the present time, and as I underst ind it there are some 
+ cabins out there—or houses, whatever you want to call them. These 
4 cabins or houses are located on 1.240 acres of land. 

Now, as I understand it, there are approximately 200 of those acres 
which are tillable, but in fact, at the present time only 30 or approxi- 
mately 30 acres are being cultivated, and on that they are raising 
some hay for a few horses and cows that they have, and they have 
very few, incidentally. 

Congressman Ruopes. Tillable by dry farming or irrigation? 

Mr. Pucctneuut. Just for ranching, such as hay or clover, some such 
thing as that. 

Congressman Ruopes. The rainfall isn’t sufficient to produce crops? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. No, no. 

The reason only 30 of the 230—of the 200 acres are being culti- 
vated, as I understand, is because of the lack of water, and they are 
limited to 30 acres presently being cultivated. 

The TeMoak band is unalterab ly opposed at this time to H. R. 
7552, mainly because they feel that they have nothing to live on now, 
and as a result—I mean, even with what they have they are limited : 
to taxation, and so forth and so on. Now, if they are suddedhy 
placed on their own they will just have the props kicked out from 
under them that much more, because if this land is given over to 
them—if I am wrong I would like to be corrected—the same as I or 
any other citizen, they will be paying their taxes just like the rest 
of us. Here they have the reserva aa they have got such a little 
amount of eround or means of living or livelihood at this time, if it 
is suddenly given to them and they are -itkeed in the same status as 
the next taxpayer it is just making the burden just that mueh greater 
on them. 

Now, as I understand it, of all the Indians that are living down in 
that area the average income is approximately $1,200 yer year. With 
the acreage—— 

Chairman Youne. Is that the average per family ? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. As I understand it, yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. I might say for the record, that agrees with 
the figures of the Indian Service. 

Mr. Pucctnetii1. With the acreage as poor as it is they don’t see 
how they can continue or make a livelihood if they are put on their 
own. 

Mr. Jex. May I interrupt, Mr. Puccinelli? 

Mr. Puccrneiut. Certainly. 
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Mr. Jex. Has the proposition ever been proposed to these people 
that possibly that was being offered to them by way of a tax-free 
rese rvs ition, but is actually a millstone around their necks, dr awing 
them back to useless } property ! ¢ Are these people prepared enough in 
ranchhand experience to obtain a livelihood elsewhere in the western 
United States. 

Mr. Pucctnevut. Yes. I could answer your question with a yes, but, 
however, we must remember one other thing, too. In the whole his- 
tory of this group we have found where in the past when different 
reservations were a Duck Valley, and so forth and so on, they 
were invited to go, but the Te} oak band always felt that Ruby Valley 
was their home, and in that connection I might state that a lot who 
have roots firmly p slanted in one State or one ¢ ity, even though a nice 
opportuni ity is presented to them in another loc ‘ale, will hesitate to go 
or refuse to go. That has happened to many people in many lines of 
business. 

Mr. Jex. It happens to the non-Indians quite often, too, does it not? 

Mr. Pucctnetuti. That is correct. 

Mr. Jex. Wouldn’t it often be an actual blessing to us if someone 
were to add the little bit of push we need ? 

Mr. Puccrnetii1. Perhaps it would. They have felt, and that is 
what I referred to pre viou sly, that they are entitled to more eround, 
more tillable ground, in Ruby Valley 

Chairman Youne. It is their wish that they be given more ground 
in Ruby Valley? 

Mr. Puccrnetit. It is their wish that they be given more ground in 
Ruby Valley, that they be given a chance to start in life, and that 
can’t be by saying, “O. K., now you are on your own. Here is 1,240 
acres of rock. Go out there and do what you can with it. 

There is a dispute, the reference to which I made earlier, which 
shows that there was a 6-mile square. That was apparently said by 
someone and signed. It might have been someone in the Army in 1859 
who had offered this 6-mile square to the Indians there in Ruby Valley. 
They are attempting to show that they have a right to that 6-mile 
square or if not, in the alternative that the »y don’t have the right, they 
would like the right created for them to have this 6-mile square. 

Mr. Axsorr. Is that 6-mile square now occupied by other persons ? 

Mr. Pucctneut. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Assort. Would you follow the course, then, of evicting them? 

Mr. Puccrne.ur. Well, yes, any way that you could acquire the land 
for them they would want it, whether it be by purchase or—— 

Mr. Aszorr. Would not a better course under our normal procedure 
be where persons are trespassers—and perhaps trespassers with or 
without the Government blessing—if the Government indeed per- 
mitted it—would it not be the better course to allow damages or 
exchange lands which would as well as possible meet the same require 
ments ¢ 

Mr. Puccrnetut. That is right, as long as it is in the Ruby Valley 
area. 

Mr. Assorr. But is not all the land in the Ruby Valley appropriate: 
now ¢ 

Mr. Puccrnetur. Most of it is that is worth anything. 

Mr. Angorr. Eighty-two percent of the State of Nevada, I believe, 
is owned by the Federal Government. Perhaps 82 percent, but not 
in the Ruby Valley 
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An observation. The committee has been advised that of the Indian 
population of the United States now living on reservations under opti- 
mum economic conditions only about 60 percent can survive econ cai 
cally. Would you suggest that in spite of the obvious fact that 40 


percent of them must seek their livelihood, or at least obtain income, 
elsewhere—would you suggest that they remain where they are? 
Mr. Pucerne tr. Are you asking me my opinion or that of the In- 


dians ¢ 

Mr. Axsorr. I believe you stated the Indian opinion. They would 
stay there, but the Federal Government has an obligation. What 
would you recommend to the Federal Government? You don’t have 
to answer that. 

Mr. Puccrnetir. Well, I will tell you what: In view of my precar- 
ious position I prefer not to. 

Mr. Assorr. Fine, but then we will leave it as having raised a ques 
tion. 

Mr. Pucctnenut. Fine, That is about the gist of their objections 
and the gist, of course, also, of their requirements. They think—refer- 
ence has been made about payments on this hundred thousand dollars 
under the treaty of 1863. I have been instru ted, of course, not to let 
that go unnoticed. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Assorr. Does that include accumulated interest, compounded ? 

Mr. Pucctnetur. The matter of interest was never brought up and 
compounded, say semiannually. If they had their wish, it would 
probably be compounded oftener. 

But the fact of the matter is, I have been instructed to state, aside 
from some small items of clothing and trinkets that was given many 
years ago, they feel that they have received nothing under that treaty, 
so they, of course—— 

Chairman Youne. Didn't they receive some land ? 

Mr. Puccrne tui. The 1,240 acres in Ruby Valley, which, as I say, 
most of it—well, at least 90 percent of it—is so rocky. 

Chairman Young. I wanted to correct the statement by mention 
ing the 1,240 acres, which may not have been of the best quality land, 
however. 

Mr. Puccrnetut. That is right. 

They feel they are entitled to that. Therefore, they feel that should 
be a condition precedent prior to any consideration under the bill. In 
other words, they want to be assured of one thing before being thrown 
into something else and say, “Now, fight for your rights.” 

Chairman Youne. You understand the bill rons have no effect 
upon the rights they claim or seek under the treaties or claim for 
unfair dealings in the past. 

Mr. Puccrne it. I understand that very well, but they don’t want 
to be pl: iced on their own until they have something to go on their own 
with. 

Mr. Assorr. They feel they would not be in as good a bargaining 
posit ion or collective position as the +y are now / 

Mr. Pucernetut. That is correct. 

Mr. Annorr. Would settlement of that claim remove that particular 
obstacle ? 

Mr. Pucctnetit. I would think so, yes. 

Mr. Jex. It would also provide, very likely, some capitis il together 
with which to make the transaction ? 

Mr. Puccrnett. Yes. 
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Mr. Anporr. What is the status of the claim now ¢ 


Mr. Pucctneuut. I have no idea. 





Congressman Ruopes. As to this particular claim, as I understand 
it, it was the result of a treaty with all the Western Shoshone In 
dia s, wasn’t it 

Mr. P weLLr. Yes. One of the signers and leaders of the group 
is the great-erandfather of the present chief. 

Congressman Riuopes. If there were a recovery the proceeds would 
hot be solely for the bene itof thi particular band ? 


' ; ’ e 4] hat 

Mr. Puccrnecur. Their own interpretation of that, or I mean, what 
hev are proposing at this tit 1e, is that Inasmuch as they have not gone 
eservations, and inasmuch as they have not participated in 


] 


this TeMoak council you know, down in Lee, in South Fork they 


feel that they have gotten no benefits, so any additional benefits to 

me are to ome to them: that is, to come to VeMoak. They feel that 
the ot ! ive rotten their benefits. They have been given land and 
cattle. and so forth and so on. So they think they feel that these 
othe vho have drifted away from the tribe—that is, from the 


TeMoak tribe—have been amply paid. 

Congressman Ruopes. Were these others given lands which were 
not encompassed by that treaty of 1873 % 
Mr. Pucctnetur. Well, they were given land within the boundary 


ribed by the treaty of 1873, but I think this Lee land or South 
Fork, so-called—TI think that was actually purchased and given to 
them within the last 25 years, if I am not mistaken. But there again, 
the TeMoak Tribe were asked to move. The TeMoak Tribe could 
har one to Duck Water years ago. 

Chairman Youne. Anything else you want to add ¢ 

Mr. Pucctnetnt. I would, just for the record, like to clear one thing. 

I stated earlier this afternoon in connection with the Elko Indian 
col ny, al d I stated at the time that the—that TeMoak felt he had 
jurisdiction over them. I wanted to give the reason for that, and that 
is: It is my understanding that the Elko Indian colony at this time 
there are approximately 63 to 64 people living there, and of that group 
53 of them state they owe their allegiance to TeMoak, so even though 
actually the reservation or colony comes under the provisions of the 
Lee group, most of the Indians living in Elko colony felt they owed 
their allegiance to TeMoak. That is the only reason the statement 
was made this afternoon. 

Congressman Ruoprs. TeMoak is a hereditary chief? 

Mr. Pucctnetut. Yes. 

Chairman Youne. When you say TeMoak they mean Frank 
TeMoak who lives on the Ruby Valley Shoshone Reservation ? 

Mr. Puccrnetut. That is right. 

Chairman Youna. As far as I know Chief TeMoak has no connec- 
tion with this TeMoak resolution of the governing body of the Te- 
Moak Band of Western Shoshone Indians of Nevada; is that right? 

Mr. Puccinetut. No. As a matter of fact, they quite recently, the 
fact that that name was used in that 

Chairman Younae. Do you know a Lillian Garcia ? 

Mr. Puccinetut. No. 

Mr. Ansorr. But it has been used since 1938, has it not ? 

Mr. Pucctnetur. That is right. As I say, the TeMoak chief is a 
hereditary chief, and therefore some of these groups, some of these 
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people who lived under his command at one time, drifted away and 
went into this, and they carried along the name but without the bless 
ing of their chief. 

Mr. Apporr. Well, of course, there is not contemplated within the 
framework of the W heeler-Howard Act the old chief status as such. 
Is that the nub of the complaint ¢ 

Mr. Puccrnenit. I will be truthful with you. I am not acquainted 
with the provisions of the bill to which you refer or the act to which 
you refer. 

* Chairman Youne. Do you have anything else? 

Mr. Pucetneut. I have nothing further. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much for your excellent 
entation in a very complex field. 

Is there anybody else wants to testify about the Ruby Valley Sho- 
shone Reservation or the TeMoak tribal Cc yuncil 2 Is there anybody 
else from Elko County or the city of Elko wants to testify with regard 
to the colony or the Ruby Valley Shoshone Reservation ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Young. Is there someone here wants to testify in behalf 
of the State of Nevada? Is Mr. Springmeyer going to testify, or is 
he here as an observer ? 

Mr. Sprtinemeyer. Only as an observer. 

Chairman Youne. Is there anybody here to testify in behalf of 
the State of Nevada from the Welfare Department ? 

(Off-the-record discussion. ) 

Chairman YOUNG. Is there anybody here W ho is authe r] red to speak 
on any of the colonies or reservations included in this bill 4 

(Gentleman comes forward from the audience. ) 

Mr. Davin Curisry. Reno colony. My name is Dave Christy, Reno 
Indian colony. 

Chairman Youne. Are you authorized to speak for the Reno Indian 
colony ¢ 

Mr. Curisty. Well, I want to say a few things for what they prom- 
ised me and what we did ask for and didn’t get. 

Chairman Youna. We would like to confine it to testimony on this 
bill, H. R. 7552. Are you familiar with the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. Curisry. No, I don’t know anything about the bill. 

Chairman Youne. This isn’t a committee to investigate generally 
the Indian Bureau or promises that have been made or broken. 
Another subcommittee has that function. The purpose of this com- 
mittee is to hear only testimony with regard to the provisions of this 
bill, and this bill would provide for the choice on the part of the 
Indians and several colonies and reservations of certain alternative 
proposals. 

We had testimony this morning and this afternoon. Were you here 
earlier ? 

Mr. Curtsty. No, I just came in a little while ago. 

Chairman Youne. Mr. Sampson testified, and I think his brother 
also testified. They indicated generally the Indians in Reno-Sparks 
Colony were in favor of this legislation, provided certain improve- 
ments were made with regard chiefly to sewage disposal, water 
facilities, and cancellation of certain sums expended for irrigation 
facilities which haven’t been utilized of late. If you would like to 
testify on the bill or with regard to it we would be glad to hear you, 


pres 
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hut otherwise we would be invading the jurisdiction of another 
committee. 

Mr. Curistry. All right. 

Chairman Youna. If you have a problem and you would like to 
see me personally afterward I would be glad to consult with you. 

Mr. Curisry. No, we asked for a piece of land which we didn’t 
get at that time. We tried to decide when Asbe rry and Thomas— 

Chairman Youne. Why don’t you see me after the meeting, and I 
will be glad to talk with you on it. 

Mr. Curisry. All right, sure. 

Chairman Youne. Anybody else authorized to talk with regard 
to any of the colonies or reservations ? 

(Gentleman comes forward from the audience. ) 

Ray Fuumore, chairman of the Washoe Indian Tribe, Gardner 
ville, Nev. I want tosay a few words. 

My name is Ray Fillmore of the Washoe Indian Tribe from Gard- 
nerville, chairman of the tribe. 

Chairman Youne. Your tribe isn’t included in this bill, is it? 

Mr. Fitumore. In a way we are involved because under the present 
setup where these—this Carson colony is involved they y are also mem- 
bers of the Washoe Tribe. The ‘y don’t have a charter, original char- 
ter, whereby they are guided. Therefore, they have had—we have 
been asked to help them along in passing the different resolutions 
because at the present time, why, they don’t have a written charter 
of any kind for guidance. In that way, why, I feel that we are all in 
it together, as far as the tribe is concerned. It is something similar 
to this TeMoak that you people have discussed today because they 
don’t have direct authority to transact their own business, even though 
they are separate. They are affiliating with Washoe Tribe through- 
out the State, and it seems to me that if they don’t have a written 
charter here they have discussed it on—and they have passed this 
resolution, but they have rescinded it because it said that they would 
rather have this hearing first and then act on it, to pass this charter 
under the Washoe Indian tribal council. 

Chairman Youna. As I understand your position, then, you feel 
that the Carson representatives didn’t have authority to really speak 
for the Carson colony because the Carson colony has no official organ- 
ization ? 

Mr. Firtmorer. They have the right, but legally under the present 
setup they didn’t have any bearing; that is, under the Carson Indian 
Agency. They have been overruled in different instances on that 
line. 

Congressman Ruopres. You heard them testify, the people from 
Carson Colony? You were here? 

Mr. Frrmore. Yes, I was there at the meeting. 

Congressman Ruopes. Do you agree with what they said here? 

Mr. Fitumorr. Well, yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. Do you have anything to add to the testi- 
mony from the Carson Colony ? 

Mr. Fititmore. No, I don’t, but I have been to their meetings, all 
of their meetings, and they in turn come up to our meetings and try 
to work things out together. 

Congressman Ruopes. Then your position is to give it an official 
blessing of the Carson Washoe Tribe, to what the Carson C olony 


have just said ? 


oe, 


Seiviels 
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Mr. Fitumore. Yes. 

Congressman Ruopes. I think that is fine. 

Mr. Fitimore. That is all I have to say. 

Chairman Youne. Thank you very much. 

Any witnesses I have overlooked who are official representatives 
of colonies or reservations? Any body from the cities or counties 
involved ? 

(There was no response. ) 

Chairman Youna. Before I conclude the hearing I would like to 
remind these witnesses again that if they have any additional testi- 
mony they would like to submit for the record, if they will forward 
it in to me or to the House Interior and Insular Affairs Committee 
within 2 weeks it will be inserted within the official record which 
will be printed up and will be available for distribution, probably 
in several months. 

The meeting then stands adjourned. 

(The following items were submitted for the record :) 

WELLS, NEv., April 14, 1954. 

The western band or tribe of Shoshone Indians and individuals members 
thereof, we, the undersigned, members of the western band of the Shoshone 
Nation of Indians, and residents of the county of Elko, State of Nevada, it is 
hereby statement in which you asked for certain information. You would 
appreciate any comments we would like to send to you. 

We do require to remain under the Federal wardship for the time being. 
Do not aware of it. Do our favor in the behalf of our group and with other 
groups within the areas, we think you got the authority to have the certain 
reservation to restored at Clover Valley, Nev., where the old Indian farm is, 
for our group and other groups within areas for their use, which is within 
the exterior boundaries of any reservation in the State, said the Indians. 

These reference is made to you, for certain information to be used as evi- 
dence in suit to win our favor in the behalf of the our group and other groups 
within the areas, in accordance with the facts proved. 

But, we need these agreement has not qualified yet, said Government of the 
United States, shall consider the evidence as to amount of the specific pay- 
ment of $100,000 to be paid said Shoshone Tribe of Indians in 20 equal annuity 
payment of $5,000, that same were due and unpaid, said Shoshone Tribe of 
Indians. 

We, need your help on these promise, do our favor in the behalf of the group 
and other groups within the areas, it is nice to hear from you at once. Indi- 
vidual Indians not citizens of the United States for the payment shall be 
delivered to undersigned chief. 

Signed by—ALBERT STANTON, 
Acting Chief. 
JOHNNIE BILL, 
JIM CHARLIE, 
H. J. GreorGe, 
DAVE H. PABAWENA, 
Tribal Councilmen, 
STATE OF NEVADA, 
County of Nevada, ss: 

I, Gail Clary, duly qualified court reporter, do hereby certify: 

That I was duly appointed to report the testimony and proceedings had 
in the within-entitled matter on the 16th day of April 1954, commencing at the 
hour of 10 o’clock a. m. of said day, and that I reported the procedings had 
and testimony given in said matter in stenotype notes, and the said notes 
were thereafter transcribed by me into longhand typewriting; 

That the foregoing transcript, consisting of pages No. 1 to 233, both inclu- 
sive, contains a full, true, and correct transcription of my said stenotype notes, 
so taken as aforesaid, to the best of my knowledge, skill and ability. 

Dated : At Reno, Nev., this 25th day of May 1954. 


FAIL CLARY, Court Reporter. 
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